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Presidential Documents 

✓ 

Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 

Proclamation 3573 

NATIONAL POISON PREVENTION WEEK, 1964 
By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 

WHEREAS untold numbers of innocent children, who are too 
younff and inexperienced to comprehend their peril, are needlessly 
and thoughtlessly exposed to grave injury or even death as a result of 
the careless or negligent handling, storage, and disposal by adults of 
potentially poisonous medicines and household products; and 

WHEREAS, each year, approximately one-half million of these 
young children consume medicines which are not intended for their 
use and swallow a variety of household products that are not intended 
for human consumption; and 

WHEREAS most of those medicines and household products are 
non-toxic and beneficial to mankind when properly used but are 
potentially poisonous when misused; and 

WHEREAS a significant number of serious injuries and deaths 
can be averted if adults will but exercise greater caution and considera¬ 
tion when handling or storing such items and when disposing of them 
so as to assure that those items are kept out of the reach of young 
children; and 

WHEREAS, by a joint resolution approved September 26, 19G1 
(75 Stat. 681), the Congress requested the President to issue annually 
a proclamation designating the third week in March as National 
Poison Prevention Week; 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, LYNDON B. JOHNSON, President of 
the United States of America, do hereby proclaim the week beginning 
March 15, 1964, as National Poison Prevention Week. 

I direct the appropriate agencies of the Federal Government, and 
l invite State and local governments and organizations interested in 
child safety, to participate actively in programs designed to promote 
better protection against accidental poisonings. 

. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and 
caused the Seal of the United States of America to be affixed. 

DONE at the City of Washington this seventh day of February in 
the year of our Lord nineteen bundled and sixty-four, anil of 
[seal] the Independence of the United States of America the one 
hundred and eighty-eighth. 

Lyndon B. Johnson 

By the President: 

Dean Rusk, 

Secretary of State . 

IF.R. Doc. 04-1400; Filed, Feb. 10, 1904; 10:02 a.m.] 
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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter III—Agricultural Research 
Service, Department of Agriculture 

p AR T 319—FOREIGN QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

Subpart—Fruits and Vegetables 
Entry Into Guam 

Pursuant to the authority conferred 
by the proviso in the Fruit and Vege¬ 
table Notice of Quarantine (Notice of 
Quarantine No. 56, 7 CFR 319.56) and 
5 319.56-2 of the regulations supple¬ 
mental to said quarantine (7 CFR 319.- 
56-2), under sections 5 and 9 of the 
Plant Quarantine Act of 1912, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 159, 162), 5 319.56a 
(d) of the administrative instructions 
appearing as 7 CFR 319.56a (d) is here¬ 
by amended to read as follows: 

§ 319.56a Administrative inMructions 

and interpretation relating to entry 
into Guam of fruits and vegetables 
under § 319.56. 

• • • * • 

<d) Coconuts with husks are not ap¬ 
proved for entry into Guam from the 
Trust Territory under 5 319.56. 

• * + * • 

(Sec. 9, 37 Stat. 318: 7 U.S.C. 162. Interprets 
vt applies see. 5, 37 Stat. 316; 7 U.S.C. 159) 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive February 11th. 1964. 

This amendment limits the prohibition 
on the movement of coconuts from the 
Trust Territory into Guam to coconuts 
with husks. Coconuts without husks are 
admissible under the amendment. Re¬ 
cent typhoons have destroyed the coco¬ 
nut crop on Guam, and the Government 
of Guam desires to secure coconuts from 
the Trust Territory. Such movement is 
without pest risk if the husks are 
removed. 

In order to be of maximum benefit to 
importers in Guam, the amendment 
should be made effective as soon as pos¬ 
sible. Therefore, pursuant to section 4 
of the Administrative Procedure Act (5 
U.S.C. 1003), it is found upon good cause 
that notice and other public procedure 
with respect to the amendment are im¬ 
practicable, and the amendment may be 
made effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Done at Hyattsville, Md., this 6th day 
of February 1964. 

(seal! W. H. Wheeler, 

Acting Director , 
Plant Quarantine Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-1350; Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 
8:51 a.m.) 


Chapter VII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture 
SUBCHAPTER C—SPECIAL PROGRAMS 
[Amdt. 2] 

PART 776—WHEAT STABILIZATION 
PROGRAM 

Subpart—1963 Wheat Stabilization 
Program Regulations 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

The regulations governing the 1963 
Wheat Stabilization Program, 27 FJt. 
12430, are hereby amended as follows: 

1. Section 776.106(a)(2) is amended 
by changing the last sentence thereof to 
read as follows: 

§ 776.106 Approved consenalion u&es 
for diverted acreage. 

(a) ♦ • • 

(2) • • • Wheat or barley may be 
used as a cover crop only when destroyed 
by natural causes, plowed down as green 
manure, destroyed by mechanical means, 
or clipped and left on the land prior to 
harvest. 

• * * * * 

2. Section 776.107(d) is amended by 
changing the date “November 1, 1963” 
in the first sentence thereof to “Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1963.” 

3. Section 776.107(f) is amended by 
adding at the end thereof the following 
new sentence: 

§ 776.107 Designation and use of di¬ 
verted acreage. 

(f) • • * The diverted acreage may 
also be devoted to a non-agricultural use 
in the fall of 1963 provided such land is 
devoted to an approved conservation use 
through September 30. 

• • • • • 

4. Section 776.109(b) is amended by 
changing subparagraph (6) to (7) and 
adding the following new subparagraph 
( 6 ): 

§ 776.109 Normal conserving acreage. 

(b) • • • 

(6) Small grains seeded alone and cut 
for hay not later than the date referred 
to in paragraph (c) of this section in 
areas determined by the State commit¬ 
tee to be adversely affected by severe 
drought conditions. 


5. Section 776.109(c)(1) is amended 
by changing the word “An” in the first 
sentence thereof to “an” and inserting 
immediately before such word the fol¬ 
lowing: “Except as provided in § 776.109 
(b)(6) 

6. Section 776.111(g) is amended by 
deleting the words “guar and” in sub¬ 


paragraph (1) and changing subpara¬ 
graph (2) to read as follows: “30 per 
centum of the payment rate per acre 
otherwise applicable to the farm in the 
case of land devoted to castor beans and 
guar, and,”. 

7. Section 776.118(g) is amended by 
changing the second sentence thereof to 
read as follows: “The amount of the price 
support payment shall be determined by 
multiplying the 1963 acreage of wheat 
as defined in the regulations governing 
the Wheat Marketing Quota for 1961 
and subsequent years, plus any acreage 
of wheat determined to have been plant¬ 
ed for harvest within the permitted acre¬ 
age which is destroyed prior to harvest, 
by the price support payment rate per 
acre determined in accordance with 
5 776.111(h): Provided , That no price 
support payment shall be made with re¬ 
spect to any acreage which is designated 
as diverted acreage, counted toward 
meeting the conserving base requirement, 
or used as underplanted acreage to re¬ 
move from storage wheat from any pre¬ 
vious crop which was stored in order to 
postpone or avoid payment of a market¬ 
ing quota penalty.” 

8. Section 776.118(b) is amended by 
changing subparagraph (3) to read as 
follows: “the total conserving acreage on 
the farm (including diverted acreage de¬ 
voted to crops planted in lieu of conser¬ 
vation uses) is less than the sum of the 
conserving base and the intended divert¬ 
ed acres under this program and the Feed 
Grain Program by more than (a ). in case 
the sum of the conserving base and the 
intended diverted acres is 20 acres or 
less, the largest of 1 acre, the sum of 
the tolerances applicable to the intended 
diverted acres under subparagraph (1) 
of this paragraph (b) and § 775.220(b) 
(1) of the regulations governing the 
Feed Grain Program, or 10 percent of 
the sum of the conserving base and the 
intended diverted acres, and (b). in case 
the sum of the conserving base and the 
intended diverted acres is over 20 acres, 
the largest of 2 acres, the sum of the 
tolerances applicable to the intended di¬ 
verted acres under subparagraph (1) of 
this paragraph (b) and 1 775.220(b)(1) 
of the regulations governing the Feed 
Grain Program, or 5 percent of the sum 
of the conserving base and the intended 
diverted acres: Provided , That the coun¬ 
ty committee, with the approval of a 
representative of the State committee 
may make payment to the extent of the 
acreage eligible for payment under para¬ 
graph (c) of this section with respect 
to a farm not meeting the requirements 
of subparagraphs (1) and (3) of this 
paragraph (b) if the farm operator es¬ 
tablishes that, because of the small size 
of the deficiency and the unavailability 
of recent measurements of field acreages 
on the farm, he had no reason to believe 
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that the designated acreage was less than 
the acreage intended to be diverted or 
that the total conserving acreage was 
less than the sum of the conserving base 
and the intended diverted acres, and all 
additional acreage on the farm (includ¬ 
ing any wheat and other unharvested 
crops) eligible for such purposes at the 
time the operator receives a Form ASCS- 
590 (Notice of Acreage) is designated as 
diverted acreage or is counted toward 
meeting the conserving base requirement, 
and there is still insufficient acreage to 
comply with the requirements of sub- 
paragraphs (1) and (3) of this paragraph 
(b>." 

Effective date. Upon publication in 
the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C.. on Feb¬ 
ruary 6,1964. 

< H.D. Godfrey. 

Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

1 F.R. Doc. 64-1352; Filed, Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:52 &jn.| 


Chapter VIII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Sugar), Department of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER H—DETERMINATION OF WAGE 
RATES 

(Sugar Determination 868.16] 

PART 868—SUGARCANE; VIRGIN 
ISLANDS 

Wage Rates, 1964 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
301(c)(1) of the Sugar Act of 1948, as 
amended (herein referred to as "act”), 
after investigation, and consideration of 
the evidence obtained at the public hear¬ 
ing held in Christiansted, St. Croix, Vir¬ 
gin Islands, on October 22, 1963. the fol¬ 
lowing determination is hereby issued. 

§ 868.16 Fair and reasonable wage rate* 
for persons employed in the produc¬ 
tion, cultivation, or harvesting of 
sugarcane in the Virgin Islands dur¬ 
ing the calendar year 1961. 

<a) Requirements. A producer of 
sugarcane in the Virgin Islands shall be 
deemed to have complied with the wage 
provisions of the act during the calendar 
year 1964 if all persons employed on the 
farm in the production, cultivation, or 
harvesting of sugarcane shall have been 
paid in accordance with the following: 

11 > Wage rates. All such persons shall 
have been paid in full for all such work 
and shall have been paid wages in cash 
therefor at rates as agreed upon between 
the producer and the worker, but after 
the date of publication of this section in 
the Federal Register not less than the 
following: 

<i) Basic time rates. The basic rate 
per hour for the first 8 hours of work 
performed in any 24-hour period shall 
be as follows: 

Basic rates 

Class of worker: per hour 

A —Operator of mechanical loaders.. $0.90 
B Operator of tractors and trucks.. .75 

C— Chemical sprayers _ .70 

D—All others __ .65 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

(ii) Apprentice operators of mechani¬ 
cal loaders and tractors. For a learner 
or apprentice the hourly wage rate for 
Class A work in subdivision (i) of this 
subparagraph may be reduced by not 
more than 15 cents per hour, and the 
hourly rate for tractor operators in Class 
B of subdivision (i) of this subparagraph 
may be reduced by not more than 10 
cents per hour: Provided , That the train¬ 
ing period for such workers shall not 
exceed six work-weeks and: Provided 
further , That the producer shall file with 
the Caribbean Area Agricultural Stabi¬ 
lization and Conservation Service Office. 
Santurce, Puerto Rico (herein inferred 
to as Area Office), a certified statement 
containing the names of all such work¬ 
ers, the hourly wage rate paid to each, 
and the period each was employed as a 
learner or as an apprentice. 

(iil) Handicapped workers. For an 
individual whose productive capacity is 
impaired by age or physical or mental 
deficiency, the hourly wage rates provided 
under subdivision (i) of this subpara¬ 
graph may be decreased by not more 
than one-third: Provided, That the pro¬ 
ducer shall file with the Area Office, a 
certified statement containing the names 
of all such workers, the hourly wage 
rates paid to each, and the nature of the 
handicap of each such worker. 

(iv) Overtime. Persons employed in 
excess of 8 hours in any 24-hour period 
or in excess of 40 hours in any one w r eek 
shall be paid for the overtime work at a 
rate not less than one and one-half 
times the applicable hourly rate provided 
in subdivisions <i), (ii), and (iii) of this 
subparagraph: Provided, That this pro¬ 
vision shall be inapplicable to workers 
who are employed under extraordinary 
emergencies as defined in applicable 
Municipal or Territorial laws or regula¬ 
tions. 

(v) Piecework rates. If work is per¬ 
formed on a piecework basis, the rate 
shall be as agreed upon between the pro¬ 
ducer and the worker: Provided , That the 
hourly rate of earnings for each worker 
employed on piecework during each pay 
period (such pay period not to be in ex¬ 
cess of two weeks) shall average for the 
time involved not less than the applicable 
hourly rate provided under subdivisions 
(i). (ii), (iii), and (iv) of this subpara¬ 
graph. 

(2) Compensable working time. For 
work performed under subparagraph (1) 
of this paragraph, compensable working 
time includes all time which the worker 
spends in the performance of his duties 
except time taken out for meals during 
the work day. Compensable working 
time commences at the time the worker 
is required to start work in the field and 
ends upon completion of work in the field. 
However, if the producer requires the op¬ 
erator of mechanical equipment, driver 
of animals, or any other class of worker 
to report to a place other than the field, 
such as an assembly point, stable, tractor 
shed, etc., located on the farm, the time 
spent in transit from such place to the 
field and from the field to such place is 
compensable working time. Any time 
spent in performing work directly re¬ 
lated to the principal work performed by 
the worker such as servicing equipment. 


is compensable working time. Time of 
the worker while being transported from 
a central recruiting point or labor camp 
to the farm is not compensable working 
time. 

(b) Proof of compliance. The pro¬ 
ducer shall, upon request, furnish the 
Area Office acceptable and adequate proof 
which satisfies such office that all workers 
have been paid in accordance with the 
requirements of this section. 

(c) Subterfuge. The producer shall 
not reduce the wage rates to workers be¬ 
low those determined in accordance with 
the requirements of this section through 
any subterfuge or device whatsoever. 

(d) Claim for unpaid wages. Any 
person who believes he has not been paid 
in accordance with this section may file 
a wage claim with the Area Office against 
the producer on whose farm the work 
was performed. Detailed instructions 
and wage claim forms may be obtained 
by writing to the Caribbean Area Agri¬ 
cultural Stabilization and Conservation 
Service Office, Santurce, Puerto Rico. 
Such claim must be filed within two 
years from the date the work with re¬ 
spect to which the claim is made was 
performed. Upon receipt of a wage 
claim the Area Office shall thereupon 
notify the producer against whom the 
claim is made concerning the representa¬ 
tion made by the worker. The Area 
Office shall make such investigation as it 
deems necessary • and shall notify the 
producer and worker in writing of its 
recommendations for settlement of the 
claim. If the recommendation of the 
Area Office is not acceptable, either party 
may file an appeal with the Deputy Ad¬ 
ministrator, State and County Opera¬ 
tions, Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture. Washington 25, D.C. All 
such appeals shall be filed within 15 days 
after receipt of the recommended settle¬ 
ment from the Area office, otherwise 
such recommended settlement will be 
applied in making payments under the 
act. If a claim is appealed to the Deputy 
Administrator. State and county Opera¬ 
tions. his decision shall be binding on all 
parties insofar as payment under the act 
is concerned. 

Statement of bases and considerations. 
(a) General. The foregoing determina¬ 
tion establishes the minimum wage rates 
to be paid for work performed by persons 
employed on the farm in the production, 
cultivation, or harvesting of sugarcane 
during the calendar year 1964 as one of 
the conditions with which producers 
must comply to be eligible for payments 
under the act. 

(b> Requirements of the act and 
standards employed. Section 301(c)(1) 
of the act requires that all persons em¬ 
ployed on the farm in the production, 
cultivation, or harvesting of sugarcane 
with respect to which an application for 
payment is made shall have been paid 
in full for all such work, and shall have 
been paid wages therefor at rates not less 
than those that may be determined by 
the Secretary to be fair and reasonable 
after investigation and due notice and 
opportunity for public hearing; and in 
making such determinations the Secre¬ 
tary shall take into consideration the 
standards therefor formerly established 
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by him under the Agricultural Adjust¬ 
ment Act, as amended (i.e., cost of living, 
prices of sugar and by-products, income 
from sugarcane, and cost of production), 
and the differences in conditions among 
the various producing areas. 

(c) 1964 wage determination. This 
determination increases the minimum 
wage rates for each operation 15 cents 
per hour over the rates established by the 
1963 determination. Other provisions of 
the 1963 determination remain un¬ 
changed. 

A public hearing was held in Chris- 
tiansted, St. Croix, Virgin Islands, on 
October 22, 1963, at which interested 
persons were afforded the opportunity to 
testify with respect to fair and reason¬ 
able wage rates for the calendar year 
1964. A representative of the Virgin 
Islands Corporation, which is owned by 
the Federal Government and is the larg¬ 
est producer of sugarcane in the Virgin 
Islands, recommended that the mini¬ 
mum wage rate for each classification of 
workers be increased 10 cents per hour. 
The witness stated that the continued 
shortage of agricultural laborers again 
forced the Corporation to import sub¬ 
stantial numbers of British West Indian 
laborers for cultivating and harvesting 
sugarcane; that most of the harvesting 
operation was done on a piecework basis 
which resulted in considerably higher 
hourly wages than the required mini- 
mums; that the Corporation pays the air 
fare of the alien workers from their 
homes to St. Croix, and also furnishes 
them housing; and that favorable 
weather and high sugar prices resulted 
in a profitable operation in 1963. 

The representative of one of the larger 
independent producers recommended 
that the minimum wage rate for each 
worker classification for which a rate 
is established be increased 10 cents per 
hour. The witness testified that they 
imported workers from the British West 
Indies; that out of a total labor force 
of from 60 to 65 for the harvest season, 
only two were local workers; and that the 
recommendation for a wage increase was 
based upon the fact that there had been 
general wage increases for all classes of 
workers on the Island, that there had 
been increases in the cost of living, and 
that sugar prices had increased and they 
believed the higher sugar prices would 
continue during the coming year. 

Consideration has been given to the 
testimony presented at the hearing, to 
the economic position of sugarcane pro¬ 
ducers, and to other pertinent factors. 
The returns, costs, and profits for the 
sugarcane producing operations of the 
Corporation and of independent pro¬ 
ducers, obtained by field study in prior 
years, have been recast in terms of pro¬ 
spective price and production condi¬ 
tions for the 1964 crop. The analysis 
indicates that under favorable weather 
conditions the production of sugarcane 
is profitable, but that substantial losses 
are incurred in years when weather con¬ 
ditions are unfavorable. Profits on 
1963-crop sugarcane were the highest 
on record for both the Corporation and 
independent producers. Present pros¬ 
pects indicate another profitable crop in 
1964. The increase in the minimum 
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rates established in this determination 
are fair and reasonable and are within 
the producers* ability to pay. 

Sugarcane cutters and other unskilled 
workers are employed on a piecework 
basis while skilled workers usually are 
employed on an hourly rate basis. Data 
submitted by the Virgin Islands Corpo¬ 
ration for 1963 indicate that average 
earnings of unskilled workers employed 
on a piecework basis, ranged from $0.50 
to $1.00 per hour for production and 
cultivation work and from $0.50 to $1.59 
for harvest work. Rates paid by the 
Corporation to workers employed on an 
hourly basis ranged from $0.90 to $1.10 
for operators of mechanical loaders, 
$0.70 to $0.90 for tractor drivers, and 
$0.75 to $0.90 for truck drivers. 

After consideration of the pertinent 
factors involved, the rates established 
in this determination are deemed to be 
fair and reasonable. 

Accordingly, I hereby find and con¬ 
clude that the foregoing wage determi¬ 
nation will effectuate the wage provi¬ 
sions of the act. 

(Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; 7 U.S.C. Sup. 1153. 
Interprets or applies Sec. 301, 61 Stat. 929. 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. Sup. 1131, as amended) 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 6,1964. 

Charles S. Murphy, 
Acting Secretary. 

{Fit. Doc. 64-1351; Filed. Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:51 am.] 


Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, Tree 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

PART 993—DRIED PRUNES PRO¬ 
DUCED IN CALIFORNIA 

Disposition by Handlers 

Notice was published in the Federal 
Register (28 Fit. 12870, 13505) that 
there were under consideration pro¬ 
posals to revise paragraph (e) (1) of 
§ 993.150 of Subpart—Administrative 
Rules and Regulations <7 CFR Part 993) 
by amending the procedures prescribed 
in that paragraph for the disposition of 
substandard prunes by handlers, and by 
altering the text of that paragraph. 
The subpart is operative pursuant to the 
amended marketing agreement and Or¬ 
der No. 993 <7 CFR Part 993), regulating 
the handling of dried prunes produced in 
California, effective under the Agricul¬ 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937*, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 

The time for the receipt of written 
data, views, or arguments pertaining to 
the proposals expired 5:30 p.m., e.s.t., 
January 3, 1964 (28 F.R. 12870; 13505) ; 
and written comments were received 
from the Prune Administrative Commit¬ 
tee recommending simplification of the 
proposed procedures. 

After consideration of all relevant mat¬ 
ters presented, including those in the 
notice, the information and recommen¬ 
dations submitted by the Committee, 
and other available information, it is 
hereby found that the amendment, as 
hereinafter set forth, of the administra¬ 
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tive rules and regulations is in accord¬ 
ance with the amended marketing agree¬ 
ment and order and will tend to effec¬ 
tuate the declared policy of the act. 

Therefore , paragraph (e) (1) of 5 993.- 
150 of Subpart—Administrative Rules 
and Regulations is hereby amended by 
revising it to read as follows: 

§ 993.150 Disposition of primes by 

handlers. 

• m 0 m m 

(e) Prunes which fail to meet mini¬ 
mum standards —(1) Committee's ap¬ 
proval of disposition —(i) General. 
Those defective prunes accumulated by a 
handler by removing them from stand¬ 
ard or substandard prunes, and those 
prunes received or held by a handler 
which fail to meet the applicable mini¬ 
mum standards and are held for disposi¬ 
tion without removal of defective prunes 
in excess of maximum tolerances, may 
only be used, if within the tolerances 
prescribed in § 993.97 n. C. (1), (2). and 
(3), for prune products, or if any such 
tolerances are exceeded and any live in¬ 
festation corrected by fumigation, for 
non-human consumption or be de¬ 
stroyed. In order to insure that all such 
prunes are shipped or otherwise disposed 
of in accordance with § 993.50(e), no 
handler shall during any crop year ship 
or otherwise make final disposition of 
any such prunes, other than prune waste 
subject to daily non-human disposition 
for sanitation purposes, unless prior 
thereto he had obtained during that crop 
year (except as otherwise provided in 
subdivision (iii) of this subparagraph) 
the Committee’s approval of his applica¬ 
tion to do so. 

(11) Application for approval . The 
handler’s application to ship or other¬ 
wise make final disposition of any such 
prunes shall be submitted on Form PAC 
2.2 “Application for Permission to Dis¬ 
pose of Substandard Prunes’*. If the 
prunes are for shipment, the applica¬ 
tion shall set forth: (a) The name and 
address of the handler’s vendee and the 
name and address of the consignee 
whether the same as or different from the 
vendee; (b) the particular use to be 
made of the prunes; (c) if such use is 
to be by a person other than the han¬ 
dler’s vendee or the consignee, the name 
and address of such user; and (d) the 
crop year or the period within, or the 
portion of, the crop year during which 
shipments are to be made. When the 
use or the name and address of the con¬ 
signee or user are not known by the 
handler, the handler shall arrange for 
the submission of such information to 
the Committee. If use is to be by the 
handler, the application shall so Indi¬ 
cate and shall set forth all applicable in¬ 
formation. Each application for ship¬ 
ment shall be limited to the handler’s 
vendee and the consignee if different 
from the vendee, and to a specific user 
and use, and may be open as to quantity: 
Provided, That, when the use or name 
and address of the user are not known 
by the handler, the application shall in¬ 
clude the quantity of prunes to be 
shipped and be limited to that quantity. 
Each application for final disposition 
for a particular use by the handler shall 
be limited to such handler and use. 
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(iii) Approval of applications. The 
Committee’s approval of a handler’s ap¬ 
plication shall be transmitted to the han¬ 
dler on Form PAC 2.3 “Permission to Dis¬ 
pose of Substandard Prunes”. In ap¬ 
proving an application, the Committee 
shall specify the crop year, or the period 
within or the portion of the crop year, 
for which the approval is granted: Pro¬ 
vided , That, the Committee may approve 
in July any such application that is sub¬ 
mitted during that month by the han¬ 
dler for shipment or other final disposi¬ 
tion of the prunes covered thereby in the 
succeeding crop year. When the use or 
the name and address of the user or con¬ 
signee are not known to the handler, the 
Committee shall not approve the appli¬ 
cation until it has been informed as to 
such use and user and consignee of the 
prunes. 

(iv) Disapproval of applications; or 
revocation of approved applications. In 
acting on an application, the Committee 
may disapprove the application when: 
(a) The application does not conform 
with the requirements of subdivision (li) 
of this subparagraph; (b) the Committee 
has cause to believe that the prunes 
covered by the application will not be 
shipped or disposed of in accordance 
with the application; or (c) the handler, 
or any of the parties involved in the pro¬ 
posed shipment or disposition, had 
shipped or made other disposition of 
prunes covered by a previously approved 
application inconsistent with that ap¬ 
plication. The Committee may for cause 
revoke a handler’s previously approved 
application if he ships or makes other 
disposition inconsistent with such ap¬ 
plication. Whenever a user uses prunes 
inconsistent with an approved applica¬ 
tion, the Committee may for cause re¬ 
voke such application, and such other 
approved applications applicable to such 
user as the Committee deems necessary 
to assure that the prunes covered by such 
applications will not be used in a manner 
inconsistent with those applications or 
the order. The Committee shall notify 
the handler in writing of each disap¬ 
proval and each revocation. 

(v) Evidence of non-human disposi¬ 
tion. Whenever defective or substandard 
prunes or prune waste are shipped to or 
otherwise disposed of in non-human con¬ 
sumption outlets, or destroyed, the han¬ 
dler shall furnish the Committee with a 
copy of the shipping document or other 
documentary evidence of the disposition 
as may be satisfactory to the Committee 
and at such times as the Committee may 
direct. 

(vi) Books and records. Each han¬ 
dler who ships or otherwise disposes of 
defective or substandard prunes or 
prune waste shall make available for 
examination by the Committee, at his 
business office at any reasonable time 
during business hours, copies of all ap¬ 
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plicable purchase orders, sales contracts, 
or disposition documents, together with 
any further information which the Com¬ 
mittee may deem necessary or desirable 
to enable it to determine whether such 
prunes or prune waste have been or will 
likely be utilized as authorized. 

****** 

It is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the effec¬ 
tive time of this action until 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register (5 
U.S.C. 1003(c)), and for making this 
action effective at the time hereinafter 
set forth in that: (1) The provisions as 
to handler applications and Committee 
approvals thereof to dispose of substand¬ 
ard prunes simplify the current proce¬ 
dures for the submission and approval 
of such applications; (2> for certain dis¬ 
positions, handlers would be required to 
submit only one application, and obtain 
approval thereof, during a crop year; 
(3) the amendment relieves restrictions 
on handlers, and the simplified proce¬ 
dures should be made available to han¬ 
dlers as soon as practicable; and (4) no 
advance preparation by handlers is re¬ 
quired to comply with this amendment. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated February 5, 1964, to become 
effective upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director , 
Fruit and Vegetable Division. 

| PR. Doc. 64-1326: Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:48 ajn.) 


Title 29—LABOR 

Chapter V—Wage and Hour Division, 
Department of Labor 

PART 531—DETERMINATIONS UNDER 
AND INTERPRETATIONS OF SEC¬ 
TION 3(m) OF THE FAIR LABOR 
STANDARDS ACT 

Subpart C—Interpretations 

Examples 

Pursuant to the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 201 etseq.). Reor¬ 
ganization Plan No. 6 of 1950 (3 CFR 
1949-53 Comp., p. 1004), and General 
Order No. 45-A of the Secretary of La¬ 
bor (15 F.R. 3290), I hereby revise the 
examples contained in 29 CFR 531.36 
and 531.37 in the light of the $1.25 an 
hour minimum wage rate now in effect 
under the Act. 

The provisions of section 4 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
1003) which require notice of proposed 
rule making, opportunity for public par¬ 
ticipation, and delay in effective date 
are not applicable because these are in¬ 


terpretative rules. I do not believe such 
procedures will serve a useful purpose 
here. Accordingly, these amendments 
shall become effective immediately. 

1. Paragraph (a) of 29 CFR 531.36 is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 531.36 Nonovertirm* workweek*. 

(a> When no overtime is worked by 
the employee, section 3(m) and this 
part apply only to the applicable mini¬ 
mum wage for all hours worked. To il¬ 
lustrate, where an employee works 40 
hours a week at a cash wage rate of $1.25 
an hour in a situation when that rate is 
the applicable minimum wage and is paid 
$50 in cash free and clear at the end 
of the workweek, and in addition is 
furnished facilities valued at $4, no con¬ 
sideration need be given to the question 
of whether such facilities meet the re¬ 
quirements of section 3(m) and this 
part, since the employee has received in 
cash the applicable minimum wage of 
$1.25 an hour for all hours worked. 
Similarly, where an employee, is em¬ 
ployed at a rate of $1.45 an hour and 
during a particular workweek works 40 
hours for which he is paid $50 hi cash, 
the employer having deducted $8 from 
his wages for facilities furnished, 
whether such deduction meets the re¬ 
quirements of section 3(m) and Sub- 
part B of this part need not be con¬ 
sidered, since the employee is still re¬ 
ceiving, after the deduction has been 
made, a cash wage of $1.25 an hour. De¬ 
ductions for board, lodging, or other 
facilities may be made in nonovertime 
workweeks even if they reduce the cash 
wage below the minimum, provided the 
prices charged do not exceed the ‘ rea¬ 
sonable cost” of such facilities. When 
such items are furnished the employee 
at a profit, the deductions from wages 
in weeks in which no overtime is worked 
are considered to be illegal only to the 
extent that the profit reduces the wage 
(which includes the “reasonable cost” 
of the facilities) below the required mini¬ 
mum. Accordingly, in a situation when 
$1.25 an hour is the applicable minimum 
wage, if an employer employed at a rate 
of $1.30 an hour works 40 hours in a 
workweek and is paid only $40 in cash. 
$12 having been deducted for facilities 
furnished to him, such facilities must be 
measured by the requirements of section 
3(m) and this part to determine if the 
employee has received the minimum of 
$50 (40 hoursx $1.25) in cash or in facil¬ 
ities which may be legitimately included 
in “wages” payable under the Act. The 
same would be true where an employee 
is furnished the facilities in addition to 
a cash wage of $40 for 40 hours of work. 
In either case, if the "reasonable cost” 
to the employer of legitimate facilities 
equals at least $10 the requirements of 
the Act are met. Cf. Southern Pacific 
Co. v. Joint Council Dining Car Em¬ 
ployees, 165 F. (2d) 26 (C.A. 9). 

• * * * • 
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Tuesday, February 11, 1964 

2 . Section 531.37 of 29 CFR Part 531 
is amended to read as follows: 

§531.37 Overtime workweeks. 

ta> Section 7 requires that the em¬ 
ployee receive compensation for overtime 
hours at "a rate not less than one and 
one-half times the regular rate at which 
he is employed 0 . When overtime is 
worked by an employee who receives the 
whole or part of his wage in facilities 
and it becomes necessary to determine 
the portion of his wages represented by 
facilities, all such facilities must be 
measured by the requirements of section 
3tm> and Subpart B of this part. It is 
the Administrator’s opinion that deduc¬ 
tions may be made, however, on the same 
basis in an overtime workweek as in non- 
overtime workweeks (see § 531.36), if 
their purpose and effect are not to evade 
the overtime requirements of the Act or 
other law, providing the amount de¬ 
ducted does not exceed the amount which 
could be deducted if the employee had 
only worked the maximum number of 
straight-time hours during the work¬ 
week. For example, in a situation where 
$ 1.25 an hour is the applicable minimum 
wage, if an employee is employed at a 
rate of $1.30 an hour (5 cents in excess of 
the minimum wage) the maximum 
amount which may be deducted from his 
wages in a 40-hour workweek for items 
such as tools, dynamite caps, miners’ 
lamps, or other articles which are not 
‘facilities” within the meaning of the 
Act, is 40 times 5 cents or $2 (see 
5 531 . 36 ). Deductions in excess of this 
amount for such articles are illegal in 
overtime workweeks as well as in non¬ 
overtime workweeks. There is no limit 
on the amount which may be deducted 
for board, lodging, or other facilities 0 
in overtime workweeks (as in workweeks 
when no overtime is worked), provided 
that these deductions are made only for 
the 'reasonable cost” of the items fur¬ 
nished. When such items are furnished 
at a profit, the amount of the profit (plus 
the full amount of any deductions for 
articles which are not facilities) may not 
exceed $2 in the example heretofore used 
in this paragraph. These principles as¬ 
sume a situation where bona fide deduc¬ 
tions are made for particular items in 
accordance with the agreement or under¬ 
standing of the parties. If the situation 
is solely one of refusal or failure to pay 
the full amount of wages required by sec¬ 
tion 7, these principles have no applica¬ 
tion. Deductions made only in overtime 
workweeks, or increases in the prices 
charged for articles or services during 
overtime workweeks will be scrutinized 
to determine whether they are manipula¬ 
tions to evade the overtime requirements 
of the Act. 

<b) Where deductions are made for 
board, lodging, or other facilities, the 
regular rate of pay is arrived at on the 
basis of the stipulated wage before any 
deductions have been made. Where such 
facilities are customarily furnished as ad¬ 
dition to a cash wage, the reasonable 
cost of the facilities to the employer must 
be considered as part of the employee's 
regular rate of pay. See Walling v. 
Alaska Pacific Consolidated Mining Co., 
152 F. (2d) 812 (C.A. 9), cert, denied, 327 
U -S. 803. Thus, suppose an employee. 
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employed at a cash rate of $1.25 an hour, 
works 48 hours during a particular work¬ 
week. If, in addition, he is furnished 
board, lodging, or other facilities valued 
at $18, but whose “reasonable cost” is 
$12.00, the $12.00 must be added to his 
cash straight-time pay of $60.00 ($1.25 
X48 hours) in determining the regular 
rate of pay on which his overtime com¬ 
pensation is to be calculated. The regu¬ 
lar rate then becomes $1.50 an 
hour ([$60.00+$12.20=$72]148 hours) 
=$1.50 an hour). In a situation where 
section 7(a) of the Act is applicable, the 
employee is thus entitled to receive a total 
of $78 for the week. ([40 hours x$ 1.50 
=$60] + (18 hoursX$2.25=$18]). In ad¬ 
dition to the straight-time pay of 
$60.00 in cash and $12.00 in facilities, 
extra compensation of $6 in cash for the 
eight overtime hours must, therefore, be 
paid by the employer, to meet the re¬ 
quirements of the Act. 

(52 Stat. 1060, as amended; 29 U.S.C. 201 
et seq.) 

Signed at Washington, D.C.. this 4th 
day of February 1964. 

Clarence T. Lundquist, 

Administrator. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-1320; Filed. Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:48 a.m.) 


Title 19-CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury 

(T.D. 56105] 

part 1—customs districts, 

PORTS, AND STATIONS 

Geographical Jurisdiction of Customs 
Agency Service Suboffices 

Regional realignment suggested by a 
Treasury Task Force survey of the Cus¬ 
toms Agency Service included referral of 
all investigative matters direct to cus¬ 
toms agents in charge instead of to su¬ 
pervising customs agents. In order to 
facilitate direct referral of customs in¬ 
vestigative matters to customs agents in 
charge of suboffices which will conduct 
the investigations instead of to super¬ 
vising customs agents responsible for 
broad regional supervision, § 1.5 of the 
Customs regulations is amended as fol¬ 
lows to show the geographical jurisdic¬ 
tion of the suboffices within each Cus¬ 
toms Agency Service region: 

§1.5 Customs Agency Service regions. 

Customs Agency Service regions and 
areas under the Jurisdiction of all head¬ 
quarters and suboffices are as follows: 


Region 

No. 


Headquarters 


Geographical jurisdiction 
(Customs collection 
districts and foreign 
countries) 


Suhofllce 

hondqinrtcrs 


Geographical jurisdiction 


Supervising 
Customs 
Agent, New 
York. 


1 (Maine and New 

Hampshire). 

2 (Vermont). 

4 (Massachusetts). 

5 (Rhode Island). 

6 (Connecticut). 

7 (St. Lawrence). 

8 (Rochester). 

9 (Buffalo). 

10 (New York). 

11 (Philadelphia). 

12 (Pittsburgh). 

13 (Maryland). 

14 (Virginia) and that 

port of the Do¬ 
minion of Canada 
lying east of 81° 
west longitude. 


Customs Agent 
in Charge, New 
York. 


Customs Agent 


in Cli 


> Charge, 
hiladelpli 


pliia. 


Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
Baltimore. 

Customs Agent in 
Churge, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 


Customs Agent in 
Charge, 
Norfolk. 


Customs Agent in 
Charge, Boston. 


Customs Agent in 
Charge, 
Ogdenshurg. 


Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
Buffalo. 

Customs Agent 
In Charge, 
Portland, 
Maine. 

Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
Iloulton, 
Maine. 

Customs Agent 
in Charge, 8t. 
Albans, Vt. 

Senior Customs 
Representative, 
Montreal, 
Canada. 


The southeastern part of the Stat# of 
New York, bounded by and in¬ 
cluding the counties of Otsego, Mont¬ 
gomery, Fulton, Saratoga and Rens¬ 
selaer. The northern part of the 
State of New Jersey, bounded by and 
Inclnding the counties of Warren, 
Morris, Somerset, and Middlesex. 
Connecticut, west of a straight line 
(running north and south) midway 
between Bridgeport and New Haven. 

T)ie State of Pennsylvania (excluding 
Erie County); the State of Delaware; 
that part of New Jersey south of and 
including the oountics of Hunterton, 
Mercer, and Monmouth. 

The State of Maryland except that 
part south of Highway 4 to the 
Chesapeake Buy. 

Metropolitan Washington, D.C., 
bounded on the uorth by Interstate 
Highway 495; that part of Maryland 
south of Highway 4 to the Chesa¬ 
peake Bay; that part of Virginia 
north of an Imaginary line drawn 
from the Potomac River duo west 
through Fredericksburg to the West 
Virginia Iwundary; and all the State 
of West Virginia. 

The State of Virginia except that part 
north of an imaginary line drawn 
from the Potomac River due west 
through Fredericksburg to the West 
Virginia boundary. 

The State of Massachusetts, the State 
of Rhode Lsland, and that pari of the 
State of Connecticut east of a straight 
line (ruuniug north and south) mid¬ 
way between Bridgeport and New 
Haven. 

The nor them part of the State of New 
York, bounded by and including the 
counties of Jefferson, Lewis, Herki¬ 
mer, Hamilton, Warren, and Wash¬ 
ington. 

That part of the State of New York 
bounded by and including the coun¬ 
ties of Oswego, Oneida, Madison, 
Chenango, and Broome. 

New Hampshire (excluding Coos 
County), and the southeastern part 
of Maine (south of U.8. Highway 2 
and west of Maine Highway 7). 

That part of the State of Maine north 
of U.S. Highway 2 and west of Maine 
Highway 7. 

Vermont, and Coos County, N.II. 


That part of Canada east of 81° west 
longitude. 
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Headquarters 


Geographical Jurisdiction 
, (Customs collection 
iistrlcta and foreign 
countries) 


Suboflice 

headquarters 


Geographical Jurisdiction 


2 Supervising 
Customs 
Agent, Miami. 


15* (North Carolina). 

16 (South Carolina). 

17 (Georgia). 

18 (Florida). 

10 (Mobile). 

20 (Now Orleans). 

43 (Tennessee). 

40 (Puerto Rico). 

51 (Virgin Islands) the 
Republic of Cuba, the 
Republic of Haiti, and 
the Dominican 
Republic. 


Customs Agent in 
Charge, Wil¬ 
mington. 

Customs Agent In 
Charge, 
Charleston. 


The State of North Carolina. 
The State of South Carolina. 


Customs Agent in 
Charge, 
Savannah. 


Customs Agent in 
Charge, Jack¬ 
sonville. 


The State of Oeorgta (including the 
City of Brunswick) except the area 
south of a line drawn from Brunswick 
along U.8. Route 81 to Waycrossand 
Route 82 to the Alabama border. 

That part of the State of Georgia ex¬ 
tending south of a line drawn from 
Brunswick along U.S. Route 84 to 
Wavcross and along Route 82 to the 
Alabama border. Northern Florida 
cast of the Apalachicola River and 
bounded on the south by a line drown 
from Cedar Key to Ota la to Daytona 
Beach. 


Customs Agent in 
Chargo, Tampa. 


Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
Miami. 

Customs Agent, 
Key West. 

Customs Agent 
In Charge, 
Mobile. 


Customs Agent 
in Charge, New 
Orleans. 


Customs Agent 
in Charge, San 
Juan. 

Customs Agent in 
Charge, Virgin 
Islands. 


That portion of Florida south of a line 
from Cedar Key to Ocala to Daytona 
Butch and north of a line from 
Naples to Sebring to Melbourne. 

All the remainder of the State of Flor¬ 
ida south of a line from Naples to 
Sebring to Melbourne but not 
including the Florida Keys. 

AH the area covered by the Florida 
Keys. 

All the area in the Alabama Collection 
District and that jxjrtlon of Tennes¬ 
see east of the western crossing of the 
Tennessee River. Northern Florida 
west of the Apalachicola River. 

All the States of Ixmisiana (except that 
portion Included In Sabine District 
No. 21); Mississippi (except that por¬ 
tion included in Collection District 
No. 10); and Arkansas. That por¬ 
tion of Tennessee west of the western 
crossing of the Tennessee River. 

The island of Puerto Rico. 


All of the Virgin Islands. 


3 


Super vising 
Customs 
Agent, 

Houston, Tex. 


21 (Sabine). 

22 (Galveston). 

23 (Laredo). 

24 (El Paso). 

45 (8t. Louis, that part 
comprising the State 
of Oklal»oma). 

47 (Colorado, except the 
State of Wyoming). 

60 (New Mexico) the 
Republic of Mexico. 




Customs Agent in 
Charge, 
Brownsville. 
Customs Agent In 
Charge, Eagle 
Pass. 


Customs Agent in 
Charge, El 
Paso. 


Customs Agent in 
Charge, 
Houston. 


Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
Laredo. 

Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
McAllen. 

Senior Customs 
Representative, 
Mexico City. 

Customs Agent 
in Charge, 

Port Arthur. 


Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
San Antonio. 


The counties of Cameron, Willacy, 
Kenedy, Kleberg, Nueces, Sou 
Patricio, Refugio, and Jim Wells. 

That part of the State of Texas east of 
the Pecos River, south of 33° north 
latitude, and w’est of 99° west longi¬ 
tude w ith the exception of Gillespie, 
Kerr, Bandera, Medina, Frio, La 
Salic, Webb, and Zapata Counties. 

The States of New Mexico and Colo¬ 
rado; that part of Oklahoma west of 
100° west longitude; that part of the 
State of Texas lying west of the Pecos 
River, and tlie part of Texas north 
of 33° north Iatidude and west of 99° 
west longitude. 

All of the State of Oklahoma east of 
100° w est longitude and that part of 
Galveston Collection District (22) 
lying west of Galveston Bay, the 
Trinity River and 96° w est longitude, 
with the exception of Refugio, San 
Patricio and Nueces Counties. 

The counties of Starr, Jim Hogg, 
Zapata, Webb, Duval, McMullou 
anu La Salle. 

The countios of Brooks and Hidalgo, 


The Republic of Mexico. 


Cameron and Calcasieu Parishes In 
the State of Louisiana and that part 
of the State of Texas lying oast of 
Galveston Bay, the Trinity River 
and 96° west longitude. 

Kerr, Bandera, Medina, and Frio 
Counties and other parts of Texas 
lying north of 28° north latitude and 
l>etwecn 97° and 99® west longitude 
with the exception of La Salle, 
McMullen, San Patricio Refugio 
and Tarrant Counties. 
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Mon 

No. 


4 


A 


0 


7 


Headquarters 


Geographical jurisdiction 
(Customs collection 
districts and foreign 
countries) 


SuboCTloe 

headquarters 


Geographical jurisdiction 


Supervising 
Customs 
Agent, 
Chicago, Ill. 


Supervising 
Customs 
Agent, Los 
Angeles. 


33 (Montana and Idaho). 

34 (Dakota). 

35 (Minnesota). 

36 (Duluthand Superior). 

37 (Wisconsin). 

33 (Michigan). 

39 (Chicago). 

40 (Indiana). 

41 (Ohio). 

42 (Kentucky). 

45 (St. Louis, except the 
State of Oklahoma). 

47 (Colorado, that part 
comprising the state 
of Wyoming) that 
part of the Dominion 
of Canada lying be¬ 
tween 81 c W and 117° 
W, longitude. 


Customs Agent in 
Charge. 
Chicago. 


Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
Cleveland. 

Customs Agent in 
Charge, Detroit. 

Customs Agent In 
Cluirge, Duluth. 


Customs Agent In 
Charge, Llavrc. 
Customs Agent in 
Charge, Pem¬ 
bina. 


25 (San Diego). 

26 (Arizona). 

27 (Los Angeles). 

28 (San Francisco). 

29 (Oregon). 

30 (Washington). 

31 (Alaska). 

32 (Hawaii). 

and that part of the 
Dominion of Canada 
lying west of 117° w r est 
longitude. 


; 


Customs Agent In 
Charge, St. 
Louis. 

Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
Calexico. 

Customs Agent 
In Charge, San 
Diego. 

Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
Nogales. 

Customs Agent 
In Charge, Los 
Angeles. 

Customs Agent 
In Charge, San 
Francisco. 

Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
Portland, Oreg. 

Customs Agent 
In Charge, 
Seattle. 

Customs Agent 
in Charge, 
Anchorage. 

Customs Agent 
In Charge, 
Honolulu. 


Collection Districts 40, 42, 39 except 
for the Stale of Nebraska, and that 
part of Collection District 37 lying 
south of Route U.8. 10 from Maui- 
towoc west to the Wisconsin-Mlnnc- 
sota boundary; and that part of 
Collection District 35 lying south of 
a line drawn west from the junction 
of Route U.8. 10 Minnesota-Wis¬ 
consin to Olivia, Minnesota, and 
east of Route 71 from Olivia, Minne¬ 
sota. south to the Minnesota-low a 
boundary. 

Collection District 41. 


State of Michigan except that part 
lying west of Route 41 extending 
from Escauaba to Marquette. 

Route U.S.71 from International Falls, 
Minnesota; south to the junction of 
T.S. 71 and U.8. 212 (near Olivia, 
Minn.); east on U.8. 212 to U.8. 10, 
including Minneapolis-St. Paul, ana 
continuing cast on U.8. 10 to Mani¬ 
towoc, wLs. 

Collection District 31 (Idahoand Mon¬ 
tana) and W’yoming. 

Collection District 34 (Nortli and 
South Dakota) and that j»rt of Min¬ 
nesota lying west of Route U.8. 71 
from International Falls, Minn., to 
the M innesota-Iowa boundary. 

State of Nebraska and Collection Dis¬ 
trict 45 except for the State of Okla¬ 
homa. 

That part of District No. 25 and Dis¬ 
trict No. 26. comi>ose<l of Imperial 
County, Calif., and Yuma County, 
Ariz. 

All of Collection District No. 25, with 
the exception of Imperial County. 

All of Collection District No. 26 with 
the exception of Yuma County. 

All of Collection District No. 27. 


All of Collection District No. 28. 


All of Collection District No. 20. 


All of Collection District No. 30. 


All of Collection District No. 31. 


Ail of Collection District No. 32. 


Regional Cus¬ 
toms Repre¬ 
sentative, 
Rome, Italy. 


Regional 
Customs 
Representa¬ 
tive, Tokyo, 
Japan. 


EurojK-, Africa, and the 
Near East. 


All of Far East (includ¬ 
ing Australia). 


Regional Cus¬ 
toms Repre¬ 
sentative, 

Rome. Italy. 

Senior Customs 
Representative, 
London, Eng¬ 
land. 

Senior Customs 
Representative, 
Paris, France. 

Senior Customs 
Representative, 
Frankfurt, 
Germany. 

Regional Customs 
Representative, 
Tokyo, Japan, 

Senior Customs 
Representa¬ 
tive, Hong 
Kong, B.C.C. 


8 pain, Portugal, Italy, Switzerland, 
all the Middle East and Irou Curtain 
countries, Africa. 

British Isles and Ireland. 


France, Luxemburg, Monaco, Belgium 
(technical Investigations). 

Tlie Netherlands, Denmark, Norway, 
Sweden, Finland. Germany, Austria, 
Liechtenstein, llelgiiim (nontech¬ 
nical investigations). 

All of Far East, Including Australia, 
except Hong Kong, Macao, and 
Taiwan. 

nong Kong, Macao, and Taiwan. 


(R S. 161, as amended, sec. 624.46 Stat. 769; 6 U.S.C. 22. 19 U.S.C. 1624) 


(SEAL] 

Approved; January 30,1964. 


Philip Nichols, Jr., 
Commissioner of Customs. 


James A. Reed, 

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-1270; Piled, Feb. 10. 1964; 8:45 a.m.J 


[TJD. 561071 

NAVIGATION AND CUSTOMS FEES 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

It has been determined that certain 
navigation and customs fees are no long¬ 
er adequate to recover the cost of serv¬ 
ices provided. Since the services pro¬ 
vided are of the type described in 5 UJS.C. 
140 as intended by Congress to be self- 
sustaining to the fullest extent possible, 
the following navigation and customs 
fees are being increased as indicated: 

(1) For registering a house flag or 
funnel mark, or both, of a vessel, from 
$35 to $40; 

(2) For recording a trademark, trade 
name, or copyright, from $75 to $90; 

(3) For recording a renewal or change 
of ownership of a trademark or copy¬ 
right, from $35 to $40; 

(4) For designating a common carrier 
as a carrier of customs bonded merchan¬ 
dise. from $45 to $50; 

(5) For the establishment of a cus¬ 
toms bonded warehouse from $65 to $75; 

(6) For issuing a customs cartage or 
lighterage license, from $45 to $50; 

(7) For receiving application for. giv¬ 
ing the examination for, and issuing a 
customhouse broker’s license, from $100 
to $150; 

Accordingly, the Customs Regulations 
are amended as follows: 

part 3—documentation of 

VESSELS 

Section 3.82 is amended by substituting 
•*$40” for ‘‘$35” in the first sentence. 
(Sec. 501, 65 Stat. 290. 5 U.S.C. 140) 


PART 11—PACKING AND STAMPING; 

TRADE-MARKS AND TRADE NAMES; 
COPYRIGHTS 

Section 11.15(a) is amended by sub¬ 
stituting “$90” for ‘*$75” in the second 
sentence. 

Section 11.16 is amended by substitut¬ 
ing ”$90” for "$75” in the second sen¬ 
tence. 

Section 11.19(a)(1) is amended by 
substituting "$90” for ”$75” in the second 
sentence. 

Section 11.19(a)(2) is amended by 
substituting ”$90” for ”$75” in the third 
sentence. 

(R.S. 161, as amended, 251: 5 U.S.C. 22, 19 
US.C. 66) 


part 1 8—TRANSPORTATION I N 
BOND AND MERCHANDISE IN 
TRANSIT 

Section 18.1(c) Is amended by substi¬ 
tuting ”$50” for "$45” in the first sen¬ 
tence. 

(R.S. 161, as amended. 251, sec. 624, 46 Stat. 
759; 5 U.S.C. 22. 19 U.8.C. 66, 1624) 
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PART 19—CUSTOMS WAREHOUSES 
AND CONTROL OF MERCHANDISE 
THEREIN 

Section 19.2(a) is amended by substi¬ 
tuting “$75” for “$65” in the first sen¬ 
tence. 

(R.S. 161. as amended, 251, sec. 624, 46 Stat. 
759. 5 U.S.C. 22, 19 U.S.C. 66, 1624) 


part 21—cartage and 

LIGHTERAGE 

Section 21.1(a) is amended by sub¬ 
stituting “$50“ for “$45” in the third 
sentence. 

(R.S. 161. as amended, 251. sec. 624, 46 Stat. 
759; 5 U.S.C. 22, 19 US.C. 60. 1624) 


part 24—CUSTOMS FINANCIAL AND 
ACCOUNTING PROCEDURE 

Section 24.12(a) (1) (i) is amended by 
substituting “$90” for “$75” and “$40” 
for “$35”. 

Section 24.12(a) (1) (ii) is amended by 
substituting “$50” for “$45”. 

Section 24.12(a) (1) (iii) is amended by 
substituting “$75” for “$65”. 

Section 24.12(a) (1) (iv) is amended by 
substituting “$50” for “$45”. 

Section 24.12(a) (1) (v) is amended by 
deleting “$100” and substituting. “$150 
except that a refund of $75 will be made 
to an applicant failing to pass the ex¬ 
amination required by § 31.4(c)”. 

(R.S. 161, as amended, 251, sec. 501, 65 Stat. 
290. sec. 624, 46 Stat. 759, 5 U.S.C. 22. 140, 
19 U.S.C. 66. 1624) 


PART 31—CUSTOMHOUSE BROKERS 

Section 31.4(a) is amended by substi¬ 
tuting “$150” for “$100” in the second 
sentence, and adding the following as 
the third sentence. “If an applicant 
fails to pass the examination required 
by paragraph (c), he shall receive a 
refund of $75.” 

(R.S. 161. as amended. 251, sec. 624, 46 Stat. 
759; 5 U.S.C. 22. 19 U.S.C. 66. 1624) 

Notice of the issuance of the foregoing 
amendments was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register of December 21, 1963, 28 
F.R. 13938, pursuant to section 4 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act. (5 U.S.C. 
1003). No data, views, or arguments 
were received and the amendments set 
forth above are hereby adopted. 

The amendments are not retroactive 
and shall be effective only on applica¬ 
tions received on or after the effective 
date thereof. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive upon the expiration of 30 days after 
the date of publication in the Federal 
Register. 

[seal! Lester D. Johnson, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: January 30, 1964. 

James A. Reed, 

Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury . 

(F-R. Doc. 64-1341; Filed, Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:50 a.m.J 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Title 14-AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 
SUBCHAPTER E—-AIRSPACE CNEW1 

(Airspace Docket No. 63-EA-84] 

part 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW! 

Revocation of Federal Airway 
Segment 

On October 25, 1963, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (28F.R. 11458) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to revoke the south alternate seg¬ 
ment of VOR Federal airway No. 12 from 
Dayton, Ohio, to Appleton, Ohio. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate In the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. No comments were received re¬ 
garding the proposed amendment. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published and for the 
reason stated in the notice, § 71.123 (29 
F.R. 1009) is amended as follows: In 
V-12 “and also an S alternate via INT 
of Dayton 099° and Appleton 244° radi- 
als” is deleted. 

This amendment shall become effective 
0001 e.s.t., April 2.1964. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Jan¬ 
uary 28,1964. 

H. B. Helstrom, 

Acting Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

| F.R. Doc. 64-1295; Filed, Feb. 10, 1964; 
8:45 a.m.) 


(Airspace Docket No. 63-SW-79J 

part 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Revocation of Federal Airway 

On October 15, 1963, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (28 FJR. 11019) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to revoke VOR Federal airway No. 
1645. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule- 
making through submission of comments, 
but no comments were received. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published and for the 
reason stated in the notice, the following 
action is taken: In 5 71.143 (29 F.R. 
1049) V-l645 is revoked. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., April 2.1964. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on Jan¬ 
uary 28, 1964. 

H. B. Helstrom, 

Acting Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division . 

(F.R. Doc. 64-1296; Filed, Feb. 10, 1964; 
8:45 a.m.) 


(Airspace Docket No. 63-WA-99 ( 

PART 71— DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE 

AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW]' 

Designation of Reporting Points 

The purpose of these amendments to 
§§ 71.203, 71.205 and 71.207 is to designate 
the Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan, VOR as 
a low, intermediate and high altitude 
reporting point. 

Air traffic control requirements with 
regard to specific reporting points peri¬ 
odically change due to modifications to 
operating procedures and airway con¬ 
figurations. Recent changes of this na¬ 
ture require that the Sault Ste. Marie 
VOR be designated as a reporting point. 
Therefore, action is being taken herein 
to effect this designation. 

As these amendments are procedural in 
nature and do not involve the desig¬ 
nation of airspace, notice and public 
procedure hereon are unnecessary. 
However, since is it necessary that suf¬ 
ficient time be allowed to permit neces¬ 
sary changes to be made on aeronautical 
charts, these amendments will become 
effective more than thirty days after 
publication. 

For the reasons stated above, the 
following actions are taken: 

1. In the text of § 71.203 (29 F.R. 121D 
“Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.,” is added. 

2. In the text of 5 71.205 (29 F.R. 1218) 
“Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.” is added. 

3. In the text of § 7L207 (29 F.R. 1223 > 
“Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.” is added. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., April 2,1964. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 UJS.C. 1348; 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Jan¬ 
uary 28,1964. 

H. B. Helstrom. 

Acting Chief. 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-1297; Filed. Feb. 10, 1964: 

8:45 ajn.l 


(Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-61 1 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW) 

Revocation of Segments of Federal 
Airways and Reporting Points 

On November 6, 1963, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (28 F.R. 11826) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to revoke the segments of VOR 
Federal airways Nos. 298 and 1722 from 
Casper, Wyo., to Sioux Falls, S. Dak.: 
revoke Smithwick, S. Dak., and Winner. 
S. Dak., as intermediate altitude re¬ 
porting points and Winner as a low al¬ 
titude reporting point. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. All comments received were 
favorable. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published and for the 
reasons stated in the notice, the following 
actions are taken: 
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1. Section 71.123 (29 F.R. 1009) is 
amended as follows: 

In V-298 “Casper, Wyo.: Smithwick, 
S. Dak.; Winner, S. Dak.; to Sioux Palls, 
S. Dak. The airspace within R-6101 is 
excluded/* is deleted and “to Casper, 
Wyo/* is substituted therefor. 

2. In 5 71.143 (29 FJR. 1049) “V-1722 
Casper. Wyo.; Smithwick, S. Dak.; Win¬ 
ner, S. Dak.; Sioux Palls, S. Dak/' is 
deleted. 

3 . In the text of § 71.203 (29 FJR. 1211) 
“Winner, S. Dak/* is deleted. 

4. In the text of § 71.205 (29 P.R. 1218) 
“Smithwick, S. Dak.; V-1722" and “Win¬ 
ner, S. Dak." are deleted. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., April 2,1964. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Jan¬ 
uary 28,1964. 

H. B. Helstrom, 

Acting Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-1298: Piled, Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:45 a.xn.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-661 

PART 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Revocation of Federal Airway 
Segments 

On November 6, 1963, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Recister (28 P.R. 11826) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency (FAA) 
proposed to revoke the north alternate 
segments of VOR Federal airways Nos. 
112 and 182 from Portland, Oreg., to 
The Dalles, Oreg. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. All comments received were 

favorable. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published and for the 
reason stated in the notice. § 71.123 (29 
F.R. 1009) is amended as follows: 

1. In V-112 “, including an N alter¬ 
nate" is deleted. 

2. In V-182 including an N alter¬ 
nate" is deleted. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., April 2,1964. 

(Sec. 307(a). 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C.. on Janu¬ 
ary 28.1964. 

H. B. Helstrom, 

Acting Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[FR. Doc. 64-1299; Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 
8:45 a.m.J 


( Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-69) 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Revocation of Airway Segments 

On November 13. 1963. a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 


Federal Register (28 FJR. 12100) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency was 
considering amendments to Part 71 
l New] of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions by revoking the segments of VOR 
Federal airway No. 8 south alternate 
between Bryce Canyon. Utah, and 
Hanksville, Utah, between Hanksville 
and Grand Junction, Colo., and between 
Grand Junction and Kremmling. Colo. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com¬ 
ments. Due consideration was given to 
all relevant matter presented. 

The Air Transport Association of 
America in commenting on the notice, of¬ 
fered no objection to the revocation of the 
segments of Victor 8 south alternate be¬ 
tween Bryce Canyon and Hanksville and 
between Grand Junction and Kremm¬ 
ling. However, they did object to the 
revocation of the segment of Victor 8 
south alternate between Hanksville and 
Grand Junction. The portion of this 
south alternate between Grand Junction 
and its intersection with the La Sal, 
Colo., VOR 329° True radial is used for 
protection of Frontier Air Lines flights 
en route from Grand Junction to Grand 
County Airport. Moab, Utah. Revoca¬ 
tion of this segment of the south alter¬ 
nate would deprive Frontier Air Lines of 
air traffic service on this segment of their 
route between Grand Junction and Moab. 
Accordingly, action is taken herein to 
revoke only the segments of Victor 8 
south alternate from Bryce Canyon to 
Hanksville and from Grand Junction to 
Kremmling. Retention of the segment 
of Victor 8 south alternate between 
Hanksville and Grand Junction will be 
the subject of further review and its dis¬ 
position the subject of separate rule 
making action. No other comments on 
the notice were received. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following action is taken: 

Section 71.123 (29 FJR. 1009) Is 

amended as follows: In V-8 “Hanksville, 
Utah, including an S alternate; Grand 
Junction, Colo.; including an S alter¬ 
nate; to Kremmling, Colo., including an 
S alternate." is deleted and “Hanksville. 
Utah; Grand Junction, Colo., including 
an S alternate; to Kremmling, Colo/* is 
substituted therefor. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., April 2.1964. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 28. 1964. 

H. B. Helstrom. 

Acting Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-1300; Filed. Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:45 a.m.J 


(Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-93] 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Revocation of Federal Airway 
Segment 

On November 13, 1963. a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 


Federal Register (28 FJR. 12101) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to amend Part 71 [New] of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by revok¬ 
ing a segment of VOR Federal airway 
No. 257 west alternate from the intersec¬ 
tion of Malad City, Idaho, 179° and 
Ogden, Utah, 276° True radials via the 
intersection of Salt Lake City, Utah, 
320° and Malad City 200° True radials, 
to Malad City. 

Interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to participate in the rulemak¬ 
ing through submission of comments. 
All comments received were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following action is taken: 

Section 71.123 (29 F.R. 1009) is 

amended as follows: In V-257 “Malad 
City, including a W alternate from INT 
of Malad City 179° and Ogden, Utah, 
276° radials via INT of Salt Lake City. 
Utah, 320° and Malad City 200° radials;** 
is deleted and “Malad City;** is substi¬ 
tuted therefor. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 EST, April 2. 1964. 

(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Jan¬ 
uary 28. 1964. 

H. B. Helstrom. 

Acting Chief. 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

(F.R. Doo. 64-1301; Filed. Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:46 ajn.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-126J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW! 

Alteration of Federal Airway 

The purpose of this amendment to 
§ 71.123 of the Federal Aviation Regula¬ 
tions is to realign VOR Federal airway 
No. 121 from Roseburg, Oregon, via the 
Milo, Oregon Intersection (intersection 
of the Roseburg 127° and the Medford, 
Oregon. 352° True radials) to Medford. 

The present alignment of Victor 121 
is direct, coinciding with a segment of 
the west alternate of VOR Federal air¬ 
way No. 23 between these two terminals. 
The realignment of Victor 121 via the 
Milo Intersection will provide a lower 
MJEA between Roseburg and Medford and 
will provide a better transition procedure 
to the Medford ILS for aircraft proceed¬ 
ing from Roseburg to Medford. 

Since this amendment imposes no 
additional burden on any person, notice 
and public procedure hereon are un¬ 
necessary. However, since it is neces¬ 
sary that sufficient time be allowed to 
permit appropriate changes to be made 
on aeronautical charts, this amendment 
will become effective more than 30 days 
after publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following change is made : 

In § 71.123 (29 F.R. 1009) V-121 “via 
Roseburg, Oreg.;" is deleted and “via 
INT of Medford 352° and Roseburg, 
Oreg., 127° radials; Roseburg;" is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. 
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This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., April 2, 1964. 

(Sec. 307(a). 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1346) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Jan¬ 
uary 28.1964. 

H. B. Helstrom, 

Acting Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-1302; FUed, Feb. 10. 1964; 
8:46 ajn.l 


Chapter III*—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER C—-AIRCRAFT REGULATIONS 

(Reg. Docket No.3095; Amdt. 684 ] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Navion D, E, F, and G Aircraft 

There have been several instances of 
loose rivets found in the outer wing 
panel of Navion aircraft. To correct 
this unsafe condition, an airworthiness 
directive is being issued to require in¬ 
spection and replacement of loose rivets. 

As a situation exists which demands 
immediate action in the interest of 
safety, it is found that notice and public 
procedure hereon are impracticable and 
good cause exists for making this amend¬ 
ment effective in less than 30 days after 
the date of publication in the Federal 
Register. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 
§ 507.10(a) of Part 507 (14 CFR Part 
507), is hereby amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Navion. Applies to aU Navion D. E, F. and 
G aircraft, Serial Numbers NAV 4-2 and 
up. 

Compliance required within 10 hours’ 
time in service after the effective date of 
this AD and thereafter within every 100 
hours’ time in service. 

(a) Visually inspect wing outboard of 
Wing Stations 130 (outboard edge of flap) 
for loose rivets. Replace loose rivets with 
the next larger size. Where this is imprac¬ 
tical due to edge distance, interference, etc., 
install a protruding head rivet of the same 
diameter located between the loose rivet and 
tile next adjacent rivet. 

(b) Install 4 AD 4 protruding head rivets 
both top and bottom skin equally spaced 
between the last 5 rivets in stringer No. 3. 
This is at the front tip tank attachment. 

(c) This inspection Is no longer neces¬ 
sary if the skin with flush rivets is replaced 
with new skin of equivalent strength and 
protruding head rivets of the original size 
are used. Other modifications must be ap¬ 
proved by a Regional FAA Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch. 

(Navion Service Letter No. 85 covers this 
same subject.) 

This amendment shall become effective 
February 17,1964. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421,1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 5.1964. 

G. S. Moore, 

Director , Flight Standards Service. 

| F.R. Doc. 64-1303; Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:46 a.m.] 


Title 43—PUBLIC LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter I—Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment , Department of the Interior 

SUBCHAPTER F—COLOR OF TITLE AND 
RIPARIAN CLAIMS 

(Circular No. 2132) 

part 140—general regulations 
GOVERNING COLOR OF TITLE 
CLAIMS 

Acreage Limitations 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
rephrase the provisions concerning acre¬ 
age limitations to reflect the interpre¬ 
tation by the Department and the 
Congress that the Color of Title Act 
limits a claim to 160 acres (House 
Report No. 2217, 84th Cong., 2d Sess.; 
Senate Report No. 2366, 84th Cong., 2d 
Sess.), and to cite the statutory author¬ 
ity of the Secretary to select the sub¬ 
divisions to be patented where a claim 
is in excess of 160 acres. 

These rules relate to agency procedure 
and are not required by law to be pub¬ 
lished as proposed rule making. This 
Department, nevertheless, customarily 
gives such notice and public procedure 
thereon. However, that practice is 
deemed unnecessary in this instance 
because the changes being made merely 
remove an ambiguous statement, re¬ 
placing it with a more clearly worded 
provision. Accordingly, these rules shall 


This amendment shall become effective 
February 6,1964. 

(Sec. 3. 63 Stat. 7; 50 U.S.C. App. 2023; E.O. 
10945. 26 F.R. 4487; E.O. 11038, 27 FR. 7003) 

Forrest D. Hockersmith, 

Director , Office of Export Control 

(F.R. Doc. 64-1294; Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 
8:45 ajn ] 


(9th General Rev. of Export Regs.; 
Amdt. 75] 

PART 373—LICENSING POLICIES AND 
RELATED SPECIAL PROVISIONS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

1. Section 373.6 Commodities exported 
for exhibition is amended to read as 
follows: 


become effective upon the date of pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. 

Section 140.10 is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 140.10 Acreage limitations. 

The maximum area for which patent 
may be issued for any claim under the 
act is 160 acres. Where an area held 
under a claim or color of title is in excess 
of 160 acres, the Secretary has author¬ 
ity under the act to determine what 
particular subdivisions, not exceeding 160 
acres, may be patented. 

Stewart L. Udall, 
Secretary of the Interior. 
February 4. 1964. 

I F.R. Doc. 64-1317: Fled. Feb. 10. 1964; 
8:48 a.m.| 

Title 15—COMMERCE AND 
FOREIGN TRADE 

Chapter III—Bureau of International 
Commerce, Department of Commerce 
SUBCHAPTER B—EXPORT REGULATIONS 

19th General Rev. of Export Regs., Amdt. 76 1 

PART 371—GENERAL LICENSES 

Commodities Subject to General 
License GHK or GLSA 

Section 371.51 Supplement 1; Com¬ 
modities subject to General License 
GHK or GLSA is amended in the follow¬ 
ing respects: 

1. The following entry is substituted 
for the entry on the list: 


(a) Applicability. These provisions 
apply to the exportation of a commodity 
requiring a validated export license, 
w’here the exportation is for the purpose 
of display at a trade fair or other exhibi¬ 
tion, or for demonstration, or testing, 
provided that the exporter retains title 
to the commodity, and intends to return 
the commodity to the United States, for¬ 
ward it to another trade fair, exhibition, 
demonstration or testing site, or sell it 
abroad to a yet undetermined purchaser 
during or after the trade fair, exhibition 
or test. The term “testing" as used in 
this section includes the testing of the 
commodity being exported from the 
United States as well as the use of the 


C'ommod Ity descript Ion 

Schedule 

B No. 

Symbol 

Zirconium ores and concentrates; and zirconium metal and alloys in erode form, scrap, and 
scniifuhricatcd forms, containing less than 60 percent zirconium, except magnesium- 
bnre«l alloys containing 0.4 percent or more zirconium. 

06497-06520 

JI 



2. The following entries are substituted for the single entry under Schedule B 
Nos. 70170-70180: 


Commodity Description 

Schodulo B 
No. 

Symbol 

Batteries, dry, multiple coll, except flashlight... 

Ot ix'r dry and wet cell batteries, oxcept thoso having cither of the following characteristics: 

(a) primary cells inisscssing a moans of activation ami Iiavlng an open circuit storage Ufe 
in the unoctivatod condition, at a temperature of 21° C. (70® F.) for 10 years or more, or 

(b) primary cells capable of operating at temperatures from below minus 26° C. to above 

plus 55° C., including cells and cell assemblies (other than dry cells) possessing self- 
contained heaters... 

70170 

H 

70180 

II 




§ 373.6 Commodities exported for exhi¬ 
bition, demonstration or testing 
purposes. 





















Tuesday , February 11, 1964 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


2339 


commodity being exported in testing 
other commodities (e.g., instruments 
and/or equipment exported for testing 
aircraft engines). 

(b) Submission of application. An 
application for an export license cover¬ 
ing an exportation described in para¬ 
graph (a) of this section need not be 
supported by an Ultimate Consignee Pur¬ 
chaser Statement (§ 373.65), an Import 
Certificate (§ 373.2), a Yugoslav End-Use 
Certificate (§ 373.70), a Swiss Blue Im¬ 
port Certificate (§ 373.67), or any other 
documentation issued by either the con¬ 
signee or the country of ultimate desti¬ 
nation. Instead the license application 
shall include the following certification 
in the space entitled “Additional Infor¬ 
mation” or on an attachment thereto. 

The commodities described on this appli¬ 
cation are to be exported for display at 
(official name of trade fair or exhibition) 
or for (demonstration or testing) to be held 
at (street address, city and country) and 
returned to the United States at the con¬ 
clusion of such (display, demonstration or 
testing). If these commodities are not re¬ 
turned to the United States at the end of 
the (trade fair) (exhibition) (demonstra¬ 
tion) (test) they will not be (displayed, 
demonstrated, tested) or otherwise disposed 
of without prior written authorization from 
the Office of Export Control. 

In addition, since the applicant retains 
title to the commodities he shall be 
shown on the license application as the 
ultimate consignee, in care of the per¬ 
son who will have custody of the com¬ 
modities abroad. 

(c) Return of commodities to the 
United States. Where the commodities 
are returned to the United States after 
display at a trade fair, exhibition, demon¬ 
stration, or test in a Subgroup A country 
or Poland (including Danzig), the appli¬ 
cant shall notify the Office of Export 
Control in writing of the case number 
shown on the related United States vali¬ 
dated export license, the customs import 
entry number (if any) of the returned 
shipment, the date of return, and the port 
of entry at which all or any port of the 
commodities were returned to the United 
States. If only a part of the commodi¬ 
ties are covered by the notification, a full 
explanation shall be included, and an 
additional written notification shall be 
sent for each partial return until the 
entire shipment described on the related 
United States validated export license is 
returned. 

(d) Commodities not returned to the 
United States. If it is decided that the 
commodities are no longer intended to 
be returned to the United States, the re¬ 
quired request made to the Office of Ex¬ 
port Control for authorization to dispose 
of the commodities shall be made by let¬ 
ter, setting forth the proposed disposi¬ 
tion, the license number, the case num¬ 
ber, the ultimate destination, the com¬ 
modity description, the Schedule B 
number of the commodity, the quantity 
and value, as well as the name, address, 
and identity of each party to the trans¬ 
action. In addition, except where the 
request is for permission to display the 
commodities at another trade fair or ex¬ 
hibition, or to transfer the commodities 
to another destination for demonstration 
or testing, the letter shall be accom¬ 


panied by all documents required in sup¬ 
port of an application for an export 
license to the proposed destination. The 
Office of Export Control will validate and 
issue Form IA-L-196, Authorization to 
Dispose of Commodities Exported for Ex¬ 
hibition, Demonstration or Testing Pur¬ 
poses, for approved requests. If it is 
subsequently desired to make any other 
use or disposition of the commodities 
not authorized by the validated Form 
IA-L-196, an amendment of the form 
shall be requested by means of a letter 
to the Office of Export Control containing 
the same information and documentation 
as that described above. 

§373.70 [Amended] 

2. Section 373.70 Yugoslavia is amend¬ 
ed by substituting “Federal Economic 
Chamber" for "Federal Chamber for 
Foreign Trade” in paragraph (a), and 
amending Note 2 following paragraph 

(e) to read as follows: 

2. End-Use Certificates. Foreign con¬ 
signees may obtain these certificates from 
Yugoslav Federal Economic Chamber, Knez 
Mihailova 10, Belgrade. 

This amendment shall become effective 
as of January 30,1964. 

(Sec. 3, 63 Stat. 7; 50 U.S.C. App. 2023: EO. 
10945. 26 FB. 4487; E.O. 11038, 27 FJR. 7003) 

Forrest D. Hocker smith, 
Director , Office of Export Control. 

[FJR. Doc. 64-1293; FUed. Feb. 10. 1964; 
8:45 a.m.| 

Title 16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

| Docket No. 8583 \ 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Conrich, Ltd. and Richard Weinstein 

Subpart—Invoicing products falsely: 
§ 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely; 
§ 13.1108-40 Federal Trade Commission 
Act. Subpart—Misbranding or mislabel¬ 
ing: § 13.1185 Composition; § 13.1185-90 
Wool Products Labeling Act. Subpart— 
Neglecting, unfairly or deceptively, to 
make material disclosure: § 13.1845 Com¬ 
position; § 13.1845-80 Wool Products 
Labeling Act. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, secs. 
2-5, 54 Stat. 1128-1130; 15 UB.C. 45. 68) 
{Cease and desist order. Conrich. Ltd. et al„ 
New York, N.Y., Docket 8583. Jan. 17. 1964J 

In the Matter of Conrich, Ltd., a Corpo¬ 
ration, and Richard Weinstein, Indi¬ 
vidually and as an Officer of Said Cor¬ 
poration 

Order requiring New York City jobbers 
of wool products to cease violating the 
Wool Products Labeling Act and the Fed¬ 
eral Trade Commission Act by labeling 
and invoicing as 4 T00% Cashmere", 
fabrics which contained substantially 
different fibers and quantities of fibers, 
and failing to disclose on fabric labels 
the true generic content of the fibers 
present and the percentage thereof. 


The order to cease and desist is as 
follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent Conrich, 
Ltd., a corporation, and its officers, and 
Richard Weinstein, individually and as 
an officer of said corporation, and re¬ 
spondents’ representatives, agents and 
employees, directly or through any cor¬ 
porate or other device, in connection 
with the introduction into commerce, or 
the offering for sale, sale, transportation, 
distribution, or delivery for shipment in 
commerce of wool products, as "com¬ 
merce" and "wool product" are defined 
in the Wool Products Labeling Act of 
1939, do forthwith cease and desist from 
misbranding wool products by: 

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping, tag¬ 
ging, labeling or otherwise identifying 
such products as to the character or 
amount of the constituent fibers included 
therein; 

2. Failing to securely affix to, or place 
on, each such product a stamp, tag, label 
or other means of identification showing 
in a clear and conspicuous manner each 
element of information required to be 
disclosed by section 4(a) (2) of the Wool 
Products Labeling Act of 1939: 

And, it is further order'd. That re¬ 
spondents Conrich, Ltd., a corporation, 
and its officers, and Richard Weinstein, 
individually and as an officer of said cor¬ 
poration, and respondents’ representa¬ 
tives, agents and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, 
in connection with the offering for sale, 
sale, or distribution of fabrics or other 
products in commerce, as "commerce" is 
defined in the Federal Trade Commission 
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from 
misrepresenting the character or amount 
of constituent fibers contained in such 
products on invoices or shipping memo¬ 
randa applicable thereto, or in any other 
manner. 

By "Decision of the Commission", etc., 
order requiring report of compliance is 
as follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents Con¬ 
rich, Ltd., a corporation, and Richard 
Weinstein, individually and as an officer 
of said corporation, shall, within sixty 
(60) days after service upon them of this 
order, file with the Commission a report, 
in writing, setting forth in detail the 
manner and form in which they have 
complied with the order to cease and de¬ 
sist contained in the adopted initial 
decision. 

Issued: January 17,1964. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

|F-R. Doc. 64-1314; Filed. Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:47 ajn.J 

[Docket No. C-6801 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Abraham Raben et al. 

Subpart—Concealing, obliterating or 
removing law required and informative 
marking: § 13.512 Fur products tags or 
identification. Subpart—Invoicing prod- 
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ucts falsely: § 13.1108 Invoicing prod¬ 
ucts falsely ; § 13.1108-45 Fur Products 
Labeling Act . Subpart—Misbranding or 
mislabeling: § 13.1185 Composition; 

§ 13.1185-30 Fur Products Labeling Act; 
§ 13.1212 Formal regulatory and statu¬ 
tory requirements; § 13.1212-30 Fur 
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1325 Source 
or origin: § 13.1325-70 Place; § 13.1325- 
70(e) Fur Products Labeling Act . 

(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret 
or apply sec. 5. 38 Stat. 719, as amended; sec. 
8. 65 Stat. 179; 15 U.S.C. 45. 69f) [Cease and 
desist order, Abraham Raben et al. trading 
as Purs by Raben of Clayton, Clayton, Mo , 
Docket C-680, Jan. 15. 1964) 

In the Matter of Abraham Raben, Also 

Known as Al Raben, as Al Raben. an 

Individual Trading as Furs by Raben 

of Clayton 

Consent order requiring a manufactur¬ 
ing furrier in Clayton, Mo., to cease 
violating the Fur Products Labeling Act 
by labeling, invoicing and advertising 
which showed the United States as the 
country of origin of imported furs, falsely 
Identified furs with respect to the name 
of the prodcing animal; failed to show 
the true animal name of furs and the 
country of origin of imports, to disclose 
when furs were artificially colored and 
to give the registered identification of the 
manufacturer or distributor, and to use 
the terms “Persian Lamb” and “natural” 
as required; by failing to keep adequate 
records as a basis for pricing claims; by 
substituting non-conforming labels for 
those originally affixed; and by failing 
in other respects to comply with pro¬ 
visions of the Act. 

The order to cease and desist, in¬ 
cluding further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith, is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent Abra¬ 
ham Raben, otherwise known as Al 
Raben, an individual, trading as Furs by 
Raben of Clayton, or under any other 
trade name, and respondent’s represent¬ 
atives, agents and employees, directly 
or through any corporate or other device, 
in connection with the introduction, or 
manufacture for introduction, into com¬ 
merce, or the sale, advertising or offering 
for sale in commerce, or the transporta¬ 
tion or distribution in commerce, of any 
fur product; or in connection with the 
manufacture for sale, sale, advertising, 
offering for sale, transportation or dis¬ 
tribution, of any fur product which is 
made in whole or in part of fur which 
has been shipped and received in com¬ 
merce, as the terms “commerce”, “fur” 
and “fur product” are defined in the 
Fur Products Labeling Act. do forthwith 
cease and desist from: 

A. Misbranding fur products by: 

1. Falsely or deceptively labeling or 
otherwise identifying any such fur 
product as to the country of origin of 
furs contained in such fur product. 

2. Falsely or deceptively labeling or 
otherwise identifying any such fur 
product as to the name or designation of 
the animal or animals that produced 
the fur contained in the fur product. 

3. Failing to affix labels to fur products 
showing in words and in figures plainly 
legible all of the information required 
to be disclosed by each of the subsections 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

of section 4(2) of the Fur Products 
Labeling Act. 

4. Setting forth information required 
under section 4(2) of the Fur Products 
Labeling Act and the rules and regu¬ 
lations promulgated thereunder in ab¬ 
breviated form on labels affixed to fur 
products. 

5. Failing to set forth the term “Per¬ 
sian Lamb” on labels in the maimer 
required where an election is made to use 
that term instead of the word “Lamb”, 

6. Failing to set forth the term “Dyed 
Broadtail-processed Lamb” on labels in 
the manner required where an election 
is made to use that term in lieu of the 
term “Dyed Lamb”. 

7. Failing to set forth the term 
“Natural” as part of the information 
required to be disclosed on labels under 
the Fur Products Labeling Act and the 
rules and regulations promulgated there¬ 
under to describe fur products which are 
not pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, or 
otherwise artificially colored. 

8. Failing to disclose on labels that fur 
products are composed in whole or in 
substantial part of paws, tails bellies, 
sides, flanks, gills, ears, throats, heads, 
scrap pieces or waste fur. 

9. Affixing to fur products labels that 
do not comply with the minimum size 
requirements of one and three-quarters 
Inches by two and three-quarters inches. 

10. Setting forth information required 
under section 4(2) of the Fur Products 
Labeling Act and the rules and regula¬ 
tions promulgated thereunder in hand¬ 
writing on labels affixed to fur products. 

11. Failing to set forth information 
required under section 4(2) of the Fur 
Products Labeling Act and the rules and 
regulations promulgated thereunder on 
labels in the sequence required by Rule 
30 of the aforesaid rules and regulations. 

12. Failing to set forth separately on 
labels attached to fur products composed 
of two or more sections containing dif¬ 
ferent animal fur the information re¬ 
quired under section 4(2) of the Fur 
Products Labeling Act and the rules and 
regulations promulgated thereunder 
with respect to the fur comprising each 
section. 

13. Failing to set forth on labels the 
item number or mark assigned to a fur 
product. 

B. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur 
products by: 

1. Failing to furnish invoices to pur¬ 
chasers of fur products showing in words 
and figures plainly legible all the infor¬ 
mation required to be disclosed in each 
of the subsections of section 5(b)(1) of 
the Fur Products Labeling Act. 

2. Setting forth on invoices pertaining 
to fur products any false or deceptive 
information with respect to the name or 
designation of the animal or animals that 
produced the fur contained in such fur 
product. 

3. Misrepresenting in any manner, di¬ 
rectly or by implication, the country of 
origin of the fur contained in fur prod¬ 
ucts. 

4. Setting forth information required 
under section 5(b)(1) of the Fur Prod¬ 
ucts Labeling Act and the rules and 
regulations promulgated thereunder in 
abbreviated form. 


5. Failing to set forth the term “Persian 
Lamb” in the manner required where an 
election is made to use that term instead 
of the word “Lamb”. 

6. Failing to set forth the term “Dyed 
Mouton Lamb” in the manner required 
where an election is made to use that 
term instead of the words “Dyed Lamb”. 

7. Failing to set forth the term “Dyed 
Broadtail-processed Lamb” in the man¬ 
ner required where an election is made 
to use that term instead of the words 
“Dyed Lamb”. 

8. Failing to set forth the term 
“Natural” as part of the information 
required to be disclosed on invoices under 
the Fur Products Labeling Act and rules 
and regulations promulgated thereunder 
to describe fur products which are not 
pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, or 
otherwise artificially colored. 

9. Failing to set forth on invoices the 
item number or mark assigned to fur 
products. 

C. Falsely or deceptively advertising 
fur products through the use of any ad¬ 
vertisement, representation, public an¬ 
nouncement or notice which is Intended 
to aid, promote or assist, directly or 
indirectly, in the sale, or offering for sale 
of any fur product, and which: 

1. Fails to set forth in words and fig¬ 
ures plainly legible all the information 
required to be disclosed by each of the 
subsections of section 5(a) of the Fur 
Products Labeling Act. 

2. Sets forth the name or names of 
any animal or animals other than the 
name of the animal producing the furs 
contained in the fur product as speci¬ 
fied in the Fur Products Name Guide, 
and as prescribed by the rules and regu¬ 
lations. 

3. Fails to set forth the term “Persian 
Lamb” in the manner required where an 
election is made to use that term instead 
of the word “Lamb”. 

4. Fails to set forth the term “Natural” 
as part of the information required to 
be disclosed in advertisements under the 
Fur Products Labeling Act and the rules 
and regulations promulgated thereunder 
to describe fur products which are not 
pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, or 
otherwise artifically colored. 

D. Making claims and representations 
of the types covered by subsections (a >. 
(b), (c> and (d) of Rule 44 of the rules 
and regulations promulgated under the 
Fur Products Labeling Act unless 
there are maintained by respondent full 
and adequate records disclosing the facts 
upon which such claims and represen¬ 
tations are based. 

It is further ordered. That Abraham 
Raben, also known as Al Raben. an 
individual trading as Furs by Raben of 
Clayton, or under any other trade name 
and respondent’s representatives, agents 
and employees, directly or through any 
corporate or other device, in connection 
with the introduction, sale, advertising 
or offering for sale, in commerce, or the 
processing for commerce, of fur prod¬ 
ucts; or in connection with the selling, 
advertising, offering for sale, or proc¬ 
essing of fur products which have been 
shipped and received in commerce, do 
forthwith cease and desist from mis¬ 
branding fur products by substituting 
for the labels affixed to such fur products 
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pursuant to section 4 of the Pur Products 
Labeling Act labels which do not conform 
to the requirements of the aforesaid Act 
and the rules and regulations promul¬ 
gated thereunder. 

It is further ordered, That the re¬ 
spondent herein shall, within six thy (60) 
days after service upon him of this order, 
file with the Commission a report in 
writing setting forth in detail the man¬ 
ner and form in which he has complied 
with this order. 

Issued: January 15,1964. 

By the Commission. 

I seal] Joseph W. Shea. 

Secretary, 

[Fit. Doc. 64-1315; Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:47 ajn.J 


[Docket No. 8553] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Samuel Scheff et al. 

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis¬ 
leadingly: § 13.30 Composition of goods. 
Subpart—Invoicing products falsely: 
§ 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely . 
Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling: 
§ 13.1185 Composition. 


(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Inter¬ 
pret or apply sec. 8. 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 
15 U.S.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, 
Samuel Scheff et al. doing business as Bur- 
max Sales Company, New York, N.Y., Docket 
8553, Jan. 15,1964] 

In the Matter of Samuel Scheff and 
Burton H . Scheff , IndividuaUy and as 
Copartners , Doing Business as Burmax 
Sales Company 

Order requiring New York City dis¬ 
tributors of nonrubber combs to retail¬ 
ers to cease stamping the combs as 
“Rubber” and “Rubber-Resin”, and us¬ 
ing those terms and “Hard Rubber” on 
boxes, invoices, and in advertising mate¬ 
rial. 

The order to cease and desist, includ¬ 
ing further order requiring report of 
compliance therewith is as follows: 

It is ordered , That respondent Burton 
H. Scheff, individually, and as a surviv¬ 
ing partner of Burmax Sales Company, 
and under any other name or names, 
and his representatives, agents and em¬ 
ployees, directly or through any corpo¬ 
rate or other device, in connection with 
the offering for sale, sale or distribu¬ 
tion in commerce, as “commerce” is de¬ 
fined in the Federal Trade Commission 


Act, of combs designed for use on human 
hair, do forthwith cease and desist from: 

1. Using the word “rubber” or any 
other word of similar import or mean¬ 
ing, alone, or in combination with any 
other word or words, to designate, de¬ 
scribe or refer to such combs which are 
not in fact made entirely of vulcanized 
hard rubber; 

2. Representing in any manner that 
said combs are rubber or hard rubber or 
are made of rubber or hard rubber un¬ 
less they are in fact made of vulcanized 
hard rubber. 

It is further ordered, That this com¬ 
plaint be. and it hereby is. dismissed as 
to Samuel Scheff, deceased. 

It is further ordered. That respondent 
Burton H. Scheff shall, within sixty 
(60) days after service upon him of this 
order, file with the Commission a report, 
in writing, setting forth in detail the 
maimer and form in which he has com¬ 
plied with the order to cease and desist 
set forth herein. 

Issued: January 15, 1964. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 64-1316; Filed, Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:48 ftjn.] 


No. 29-3 















Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Internal Revenue Service 
[ 26 CFR Part 1 ] 

CLAIM OF RIGHT; COMPUTATION 
AND RESTORATION OF TAX 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the Administrative Procedure Act, ap¬ 
proved June 11, 1946, that the regula¬ 
tions set forth in tentative form below 
are proposed to be prescribed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury or his delegate. Prior to the 
final adoption of such regulations, con¬ 
sideration will be given to any comments 
or suggestions pertaining thereto which 
are submitted in writing, in duplicate, 
to the Commissioner of Internal Reve¬ 
nue, Attention: T:P, Washington 25, 
D.C., within the period of 30 days from 
the date of publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register. Any person sub¬ 
mitting written comments or sugges¬ 
tions w r ho desires an opportunity to 
comment orally at a public hearing on 
these proposed regulations should sub¬ 
mit his request, in writing, to the Com¬ 
missioner within the 30-day period. In 
such case, a public hearing will be held, 
and notice of the time, place, and date 
will be published in a subsequent issue 
of the Federal Register. The proposed 
regulations are to be Issued under the 
authority contained in section 7805 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (68A 
Stat. 917; 26 U.S.C. 7805), 

f seal 1 Bertrand M. Harding, 

# Acting Commissioner 

of Internal Revenue. 

Appendix (Proposed Regulations) 

In order to conform the Income Tax 
Regulations (26 CFR Part 1) under sec¬ 
tion 1341 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954 to section 5 of the Act of Oc¬ 
tober 23. 1962 (Public Law 87-863. 76 
Stat. 1142), such regulations are 
amended as follows: 

Paragraph 1. Section 1.1341 is amended 
by adding new paragraphs (4) and (5) 
at the end of section 1341(b) and by 
revising the historical note. These 
added and revised provisions read as 
follows: 

§ 1.1341 Statutory provision*; compu¬ 
tation of tax where taxpayer restore* 
substantial amount held under claim 
of right. 

Sec. 1341. Computation of tax where tax - 
payer restores substantial amount held under 
claim of right. ♦ * • 

(b) Special rules. • • • 

(4) For purposes of determining whether 
paragraph (4) or paragraph (5) of subsection 
(a) applies— 

(A) In any case where the deduction re¬ 
ferred to in paragraph (4) of subsection (a) 
results in a net operating loss, such loss shall, 
for purposes of computing the tax for the 
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taxable year under such paragraph (4). be 
carried back to the same extent and in the 
same manner as is provided under section 
172; and 

(B) In any case where the exclusion re¬ 
ferred to in paragraph (5) (B) of subsection 
(a) results in a net operating loss or capital 
loss for the prior taxable year (or years), 
such loss shall, for purposes of computing the 
decrease in tax for the prior taxable year (or 
years) under such paragraph (5) (B). be car¬ 
ried back and carried over to the same extent 
and in the same manner as is provided under 
section 172 or section 1212, except that no 
carryover beyond the taxable year shall be 
taken into account. 

(5) For purposes of this chapter, the net 
operating loss described in paragraph (4) (A) 
of this subsection, or the net operating loss 
or capital loss described in paragraph (4) (B) 
of this subsection, as the case may be, shall 
(after the application of paragraph (4) or 
(5) (Bj of subsection (a) for the taxable 
year) be taken into account under section 172 
or 1212 for taxable years after the taxable 
year to the same extent and in the same 
manner ks— 

(A) A net operating loss sustained for the 
taxable year, if paragraph (4) of subsection 
(a) applied, or 

(B) A net operating loss or capital loss 
sustained for the prior taxable year (or 
years), if paragraph (5) (B) of subsection (a) 
applied. 

| Sec. 1341 as amended by sec. 60, Technical 
Amendments Act 1958 (72 Stat. 1647): sec. 5. 
Act of Oct. 23. 1962 (Pub. Law 87-863, 76 Stat. 
U42)| 

Par. 2. Section 1.1341-1 is amended by 
adding a new subdivision (iii) at the end 
of paragraph (b)(1), by revising sub- 
paragraph (2> of paragraph (b), by add¬ 
ing a new subparagraph (4) at the end 
of paragraph (b). by revising paragraph 
(d)(1), by revising paragraph (d)(4) 
(i) and (ii). by adding a new example (5) 
to paragraph (d) (4) (iii), and by revis¬ 
ing paragraph (i). These revised and 
added provisions read as follow's: 

§ 1.1341—1 Restoration of amounts re¬ 
ceived or accrued under claim of 
right. 

• • ♦ • * 

(b) Determination of tax. (1) • * • 

(iii) For purposes of computing, under 
section 1341(a)(4) and subdivision (i) of 
this subparagraph, the tax for a taxable 
year beginning after December 31, 1961, 
if the deduction of the amount of the 
restoration results in a net operating loss 
for the taxable year of restoration, such 
net operating loss shall, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 1341(b)(4)(A), be carried back to 
the same extent and in the same manner 
as is provided under section 172 (relating 
to the net operating loss deduction) and 
the regulations thereunder. If the ag¬ 
gregate decrease in tax for the taxable 
year (or years) to which such net oper¬ 
ating loss is carried back is greater than 
the excess of— 

(a) The amount of decrease in tax for 
a prior taxable year (or years) computed 
under section 1341(a) (5) (B) , over 

(b> The tax for the taxable year com¬ 
puted under section 1341(a)(5)(A), the 
tax imposed for the taxable year under 


chapter 1 shall be the tax determined 
under section 1341(a)(4) and subdivi¬ 
sion (i) of this subparagraph. If the 
tax imposed for the taxable year is deter¬ 
mined under section 1341(a)(4) and 
subdivision (i) of this subparagraph, the 
decrease in tax for the taxable year (or 
years) to wiiich the net operating loss is 
carried back shall be an overpayment of 
tax for the taxable year (or years) to 
which the net operating loss is carried 
back and shall be refunded or credited as 
an overpayment for such taxable year 
(or years). See section 6511(d) (2), re¬ 
lating to special period of limitation with 
respect to net operating loss carrybacks 

(2) Except as otherwise provided in 
section 1341(b)(4)(B) and paragraph 
(d) (1) (ii) and (4) (ii) of this section, if 
the taxpayer computes his tax for the 
taxable year under the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 1341(a)(5) and subparagraph (1) 
(ii) of this paragraph, the amount of the 
restoration shall not be taken into ac¬ 
count in computing taxable income or 
loss for the taxable year, including the 
computation of any net operating loss 
carryback or carryover or any capital loss 
carryover. However, the amount of such 
restoration shall be taken into account 
in adjusting earnings and profits for the 
current taxable year . 

* • • • • 

(4) After it has been determined 
whether the tax imposed for a taxable 
year of restoration beginning after De¬ 
cember 31, 1961, shall be computed un¬ 
der the provisions of section 1341(a) (4» 
or under the provisions of section 1341 
(a)(5), the net operating loss, if any. 
which remains after the application of 
section 1341(b) (4) (A) or the net operat¬ 
ing loss or capital loss, if any. which re¬ 
mains after the application of section 
1341(b)(4)(B) shall be taken into ac¬ 
count in accordance with the following 
rules— 

(i) If it is determined that section 
1341(a)(4) and subparagraph (1) (i) of 
this paragraph apply, then that portion, 
if any, of the net operating loss for the 
taxable year which remains after the 
application of section 1341(b) (4) (A) and 
subparagraph (l)(iii) of this paragraph 
shall be taken into account under section 
172 for taxable years subsequent to the 
taxable year of restoration to the same 
extent and in the same manner as a 
net operating loss substained in such 
taxable year of restoration. Thus, if the 
net operating loss for the taxable year 
of restoration (computed with the de¬ 
duction referred to in section 1341(a) 
(4)) exceeds the taxable income (com¬ 
puted with the modifications prescribed 
in section 172) for the taxable year (or 
years) to which it is carried back, such 
excess shall be available as a carryover 
to taxable years subsequent to the tax¬ 
able year of restoration. 

(ii) If it is determined that section 
1341(a)(5) and subparagraph (1) (ii) of 
this paragraph apply, then that portion, 
if any. of a net operating loss or capi- 
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tal loss which remains after the appli¬ 
cation of section 1341(b)(4)(B) and 
paragraph (d)(4) of this section shall 
be taken into account under section 172 
or section 1212, as the case may be, for 
taxable years subsequent to the taxable 
year of restoration to the same extent 
and in the same manner as a net op¬ 
erating loss or capital loss substained in 
the prior taxable year (or years). For 
example, if the net operating loss for the 
prior taxable year (computed with the 
exclusion referred to in section 1341(a) 
(5) (B)) exceeds the taxable income 
(computed with the modifications pre¬ 
scribed in section 172) for prior tax¬ 
able years to which such net operating 
loss is carried back or carried over (in¬ 
cluding for this purpose the taxable year 
of restoration), such excess shall be 
available as a carryover to taxable years 
subsequent to the taxable year of resto¬ 
ration in accordance with the rules pre¬ 
scribed in section 172 which are appli¬ 
cable to such prior taxable year (or 
years). 

• • ♦ • • 

(d) Determination of decrease in tax 
jor prior taxable pears—( 1) Prior taxable 
years . (1) Except as otherwise provided 
in subdivision (ii) of this subparagraph, 
the prior taxable year (or years) referred 
to in paragraph Cb) of this section is the 
year (or years) in which the item to 
which the deduction is attributable was 
included in gross income under a claim 
of right and. in addition, any other 
prior taxable year (or years) the tax for 
which will be affected by the exclusion 
from gross income in such prior taxable 
year (or years) of such income. 

(ii) For purposes of applying section 
1341(b) (4) (B) in computing the amount 
of the decrease referred to in paragraph 
(b) (1) (ii) of this section for any taxable 
year beginning after December 31, 1961, 
the term “prior taxable year (or years)" 
includes the taxable year of restoration. 
Under section 1341(b) (4) (B), for taxable 
years of restoration beginning after De¬ 
cember 31, 1961, in any case where the 
exclusion referred to in section 1341(a) 
(5) (B) and paragraph (b) (1) (ii) of this 
section results in a net operating loss 
or capital loss for the prior taxable year 
(or years), such loss shall, for purposes 
of computing the decrease in tax for 
the prior taxable year (or years) under 
such section 1341(a)(5)(B) and such 
paragraph (b) (1) (ii) of this section, be 
carried back and carried over to the 
same extent and in the same manner as 
is provided under section 172 (relating to 
tlie net operating loss deduction) or sec¬ 
tion 1212 (relating to capital loss carry¬ 
over), except that no carryover beyond 
the taxable year shall be taken into ac¬ 
count. See subparagraph (4) of this 
paragraph for rules relating to the com¬ 
putation of the amount of decrease in 
tax. 

* * • • * 

(4) Computation of amount of de¬ 
crease in tax. (i) In computing the 
amount of decrease in tax for a prior tax¬ 
able year (or years) resulting from the 
exclusion from gross income of the in¬ 
come included under a claim of right, 
there must first be ascertained the 
amount of tax previously determined 


for the taxpayer for such prior taxable 
year (or years). The tax previously 
determined shall be the sum of the 
amounts shown by the taxpayer on his 
return or returns, plus any amounts 
which have been previously assessed (or 
collected without assessment) as defi¬ 
ciencies or which appropriately should 
be assessed or collected, reduced by the 
amount of any refunds or credits which 
have previously been made or which ap¬ 
propriately should be made. For tax¬ 
able years beginning after December 31, 
1961, if the provisions of section 1341 
(b) (4) (B) are applicable, the tax previ¬ 
ously determined shall include the tax 
for the taxable year of restoration com¬ 
puted without taking the deduction for 
the amount of the restoration into ac¬ 
count. After the tax previously deter¬ 
mined has been ascertained, a recom¬ 
putation must then be made to determine 
the decrease in tax, if any, resulting 
from the exclusion from gross income 
of all or that portion of the income in¬ 
cluded under a claim of right to which 
the deduction otherwise allowable in the 
taxable year is attributable. 

(ii) No item other than the exclu¬ 
sion of the income previously included 
under a claim of right shall be con¬ 
sidered in computing the amount of de¬ 
crease in tax if reconsideration of such 
other item is prevented by the operation 
of any provision of the internal revenue 
laws or any other rule of law. However, 
if the amounts of other items in the 
return are dependent upon the amount 
of adjusted gross income, taxable in¬ 
come, or net income (such as charitable 
contributions, foreign tax credit, deduc¬ 
tions for depletion, and net operating 
loss), appropriate adjustment shall be 
made as part of the computation of the 
decrease in tax. For the purpose of 
determining the decrease in tax for the 
prior taxable year (or years) which 
would result from the exclusion from 
gross income of the item included under 
a claim of right, the exclusion of such 
item shall be given effect not only in the 
prior taxable year in which it was in¬ 
cluded in gross income but in all other 
prior taxable years (including the tax¬ 
able year of restoration if such year 
begins after December 31, 1961, and sec¬ 
tion 1341(b) (4) (B) applies, see subpara¬ 
graph (1) (ii) of this paragraph) af¬ 
fected by the inclusion of the item (for 
example, prior taxable years affected by 
a net operating loss carryback or carry¬ 
over or capital loss carryover). 

(iii) The rules provided in this sub- 
paragraph may be illustrated as follows: 

• • • « • 

Example (5). (a) Facts. For the taxable 

year 1959, a corporation reporting income on 
the calendar year basis had taxable income 
of $20,000 on which it paid a tax of $6,000. 
Included in gross Income for such year waa 
$100,000 received under a claim of right as 
royalties. For each of its taxable years 1956, 
1957, 1058, I960. 1961, and 1962, the corpora¬ 
tion had taxable Income of $10,000 on which 
It paid tax of $3,000 for each year. In 1963, 
the corporation returns the entire amount 
of $100,000 of the royalties. In such tax¬ 
able year the corporation has taxable Income 
of $25,000 (without taking the deduction of 
$100,000 into account). and has a net operat¬ 
ing loss of $75,000 (taking the deduction of 
$100,000 into account). In determining 
whether section 1341(a)(4) or section 


1341(a) (6) applies, the corporation will com¬ 
pute the lesser amount of tax referred to 
in section 1341 (a) by applying the rules pro¬ 
vided in section 1341(b)(4). 

(b) Tax under section 1341(a)(4) and 
(b) (4) (j 4) . The net operating loss of $75,000 
for 1963 (taking Into account the deduction 
of $100,000) is carried back to the three tax¬ 
able years (1060. 1961, and 1962) In the man¬ 
ner provided under section 172. For purposes 
of this example It is assumed that no modi¬ 
fications under section 172 are necessary. 
Since the aggregate taxable Income for such 
three taxable years is only $30,000 the entire 
taxable income for such years is eliminated 
by the carryback, and the corporation would 
be entitled to a refund of the tax for such 
years in the aggregate amount of $9,000. 
(In addition, the remaining $45,000 of the net 
operating loss for 1963 would be available as 
a carryover to taxable years after the taxable 
year (1963) to the extent and in the man¬ 
ner provided by section 172.) 

(c) Tax under section 1341(a)(5) and 
(b)(4)(B). The tax for the taxable year 
(1963) on $25,000 of taxable income (com¬ 
puted without the deduction of $100,000) is 
$7,500. The exclusion of $100,000 from 
gross Income for the taxable year 1959 (the 
year in which the item was Included) re¬ 
sults in a net operating loss of $80,000 for 
such year ($20,000 taxable income minus the 
$100,000 exclusion, no adjustments under 
section 172 being necessary). thus decreasing 
the tax for such year by the entire amount 
of $6,000 paid. The resulting net operating 
loss of $80,000 for 1959 is available as a 
carryback to 1956, 1957, and 1958, and as a 
carryover to 1960, 1961, 1962. and 1963. For 
purposes of this example it is assumed that 
no modifications under section 172 are 
necessary. Since the aggregate taxable in¬ 
come for such taxable years is $85,000. all 
except $5,000 of the 1963 taxable income la 
eliminated by such carryback and carryover. 
The tax on such remaining $5,000 of taxable 
income for 1963 is $1,500, thus decreasing the 
tax determined for such year by $6,000 
($7,500 minus $1,500). Under section 1841 
(a)(5) and (b)(4)(B), the decrease in tax 
for the prior taxable years exceeds the tax 
for the taxable year of restoration com¬ 
puted without the deduction of the amount 
of the restoration by $22,500, computed as 
follows: 

Tax for taxable year 1963 
(on taxable income of 
$25,000 without the de¬ 
duction) _ $7, 500 

Decrease in tax for prior 

taxable years: 

Due to exclusion (1959)_$6. 000 

Due to net operating loss 
carryback: 

1956 _ $3,000 

1957 .— 3,000 

1958 - 3,000 

- 9,000 

Due to net operating loss • ~ 

carryover: 

1960 - $3.000 

1961 .. 3.000 

1962 - 3. 000 

1963 . 6. 000 

- 15,000 

- 80,000 


Excess of the decrease in tax 
for the prior taxable years 
over the tax for taxable 
year 1963 ($30,000 less 

$7,500 tax for the taxable 

year)- 22, 500 

(d) Application of section 1341(a)(4) or 
section 1341(a) (5). Since the computation 
under section 1341(a) (4) and (b)(4)(A) 
results in an available refund of only $9,000 
tax for the taxable years to which the net 
operating loss for 1963 is carried back, and 
since the computation under section 1341 
(a) (5) and (b) (4) (B) results in an overpay- 
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meat of $22,500. it is determined that section 
1341(a) (5) applies. Accordingly, the $22,500 
is treated as having been paid on the last day 
prescribed by law for the payment of tax for 
1963 and is available as a refund. 

* • • * * 

(i) Refunds . If the decrease in tax 
for the prior taxable year (or years) de¬ 
termined under section 1341(a)(5)(B) 
and paragraph (b) (1) (ii) of this section 
exceeds the tax imposed by chapter 1 of 
the Code for the taxable year computed 
without the deduction, and for taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 1961, 
if such excess is greater than the de¬ 
crease in tax for the taxable year (or 
years) to which the net operating loss 
described in section 1341(b)(4)(A) and 
paragraph (b)(1) (iii) of this section is 
carried back, such excess shall be con¬ 
sidered to be a payment of tax for the 
taxable year of restoration. Such pay¬ 
ment is deemed to have been made on 
the last day prescribed by law for the 
payment of tax for the taxable year and 
shall be refunded or credited in the same 
manner as if it were an overpayment of 
tax for such taxable year. However, no 
interest shall be allowed or paid if such 
an excess results from the application of 
section 1341(a)(5)(B) in the case of a 
deduction described in paragraph (f) (3) 
of this section (relating to payments or 
repayments pursuant to price redeter¬ 
mination). If the tax for the taxable 
year of restoration is computed under 
section 1341(a)(4) and results in a de¬ 
crease in tax for the taxable year (or 
years) to which a net operating loss de¬ 
scribed in section 1341(b) (4) (A) is car¬ 
ried back, see paragraph (b)(1) (iii) of 
this section. 

(F.R. Doc. 64-1333; Filed. Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:49 a.m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Mines 
f 30 CFR Part 14 1 

(Bureau of Mines Schedule 2IB] 

FILTER-TYPE DUST, FUME, AND MIST 
RESPIRATORS 

Requirements for Investigation, Test¬ 
ing, and Certification 

Pursuant to section 4 of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238; 
5 U.S.C. 1003), notice is hereby given 
that under authority contained in sec¬ 
tions 2 and 5 of the Act of May 16, 1910 
(36 Stat. 370; 30 U.S.C. secs. 3, 7). as 
amended, it is proposed to revise the 
regulations issued as Part 14 of Title 30, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

The purpose of the proposed revision 
is to; (1) Extend certification of ap¬ 
proval to respirators designed to protect 
against dusts, fumes, or mists that are 
significantly more toxic than lead; (2) 
permit certification of combinations of 
dispersoid-filter and other types of 
respirators; (3) revise current test re¬ 
quirements to improve accuracy and 
speed of testing; and (4) revise the fees 
to reflect increased costs of testing. 

In accordance with the policy of the 
Department of the Interior, interested 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

persons may submit written comments, 
suggestions, or objections with respect 
to the proposed revision of the regula¬ 
tions to the Director, Bureau of Mines, 
Interior Building, Washington, D.C., 
20240, within 30 days after the date of 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register. 

John M. Kelley, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

February 5,1964. 

Part 14 of Title 30 is revised to read 
as follows: 

Subpart A—General Provisions 

Sec. 

14.1 Purpose. 

14.2 Definitions. 

14.3 Consultation. 

14.4 Types of respirators for which certifi¬ 

cates of approval will be issued. 

14.5 Applications. 

14.6 Fees. 

14.7 Date for conducting tests. 

14.8 Conduct of investigations, tests, and 

demonstrations. 

14.9 Certificates of approval. 

14.10 Approval labels or markings. 

14.11 Material required for record. 

14.12 Changes after certification. 

14.13 Withdrawal of certification. 

Subpart B —Respirator Requirements 

14.20 Design and construction. 

14.21 Component parts. 

14.22 Containers and markings. 

14.23 Facepiece. 

14.24 Materials of construction. 

14.25 Control of filtering characteristics. 

Subpart C—Test Requirements 

14.30 Facepiece tests. 

14.31 Mechanical filter tests. 

14.32 Tests of complete respirator. 

Authority : The provisions of this Part 14 
issued under sec. 5. 36 Stat. 370, as amended; 
30 U.8.C. 7. Interpret or apply secs. 2, 3, 
36 Stat. 370, as amended, 30 U.S.C. 3, 5. 

Subpart A —General Provisions 

§ 14.1 Purpose. 

The regulations in this part set forth 
the requirements for certification of res¬ 
pirators designed to remove particulate 
matter from inhaled air as permissible 
for use in atmospheres that are contami¬ 
nated with certain dusts, fume*, or mists, 
or combinations thereof; procedures for 
applying for such certification; and fees. 

§ 1 1.2 Definitions. 

As used in this part— 

(a) “Permissible,” as applied to a 
dust, fume, or mist respirator, means that 
the respirator conforms to the require¬ 
ments of this part, and that a certificate 
of approval to that effect has been issued. 

(b) “Bureau” means the United States 
Bureau of Mines. 

(c) “Certificate of approval” means a 
formal document issued by the Bureau 
stating that the respirator has met the 
requirements of this part for a dust, 
fume, or mist respirator and authorizing 
the use and attachment of an official 
approval label or marking so Indicating. 

(d) “Respirator” means a completely 
assembled device designed to provide 
respiratory protection against atmos¬ 
pheres that are contaminated with dusts, 
fumes, or mists, or combinations thereof. 


<e> "Applicant” means an individual, 
partnership, company, corporation, or¬ 
ganization. or association that designs, 
manufactures, assembles, or controls the 
assembly of a respirator, and seeks a 
certificate of approval thereof. 

(f) “TLV" means the most recent 
Threshold Limit Value adopted by the 
American Conference of Governmental 
Industrial Hygienists. 

(g) “MPC” means Maximum Permis¬ 
sible Concentration recommended by the 
National Committee on Radiation Pro¬ 
tection in the National Bureau of Stand¬ 
ards Handbook 69 or in the most recent 
revision thereof. 

<h) “DOP” means a homogeneous liq¬ 
uid aerosol, with a median diameter of 
0.3, micron, generated by vaporization 
and condensation of dioctyl phthalate 

(i) “Decontamination factor” means 
the ratio of the concentration of dust, 
fume, or mist present in the ambient 
atmosphere to the concentration of dust, 
fume, or mist within the facepiece while 
the respirator is being worn. 

§ 1*4.3 Consultation. 

By appointment, applicants or their 
representatives may visit the Bureau of 
Mines facility at 4800 Forbes Avenue, 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 15213, and dis¬ 
cuss with qualified Bureau personnel pro¬ 
posed designs of respirators to be sub¬ 
mitted in accordance with the require¬ 
ments of the regulations of this part. 
No charge is made for such consultation 
and no written report thereof will be 
submitted to the applicant. 

§ 14.4 Types of respirators for whirli 
certificates of approval will be issued. 

(a) Certificates of approval will be is¬ 
sued only for completely assembled res¬ 
pirators. Certificates will not be issued 
for component parts or subassemblies. 

(b) As regards their design and ap¬ 
proval, respirators governed by the re¬ 
quirements of this part are subdivided in¬ 
to the following classes, according to the 
type of particulate matter against which 
they are designed to protect: 

(1) Respirators for dusts (i) having a 
TLV not less than 0.1 milligram per cubic 
meter, including but not limited to ar¬ 
senic. cadmium, chromium, lead, and 
manganese; or (ii) pneumoconiosis-pro¬ 
ducing and nuisance dusts having a TLV 
not less than 2.5 million particles per 
cubic foot, including but not limited to 
aluminum, asbestos, coal flour, iron ore. 
and free silica, resulting principally from 
the disintegration of a solid, such as the 
dust clouds produced in various processes 
of mining, quarrying, and tunneling, and 
in various industrial operations, such as 
grinding, crushing, and general process¬ 
ing of minerals and other materials. 

(2) Respirators for fumes of various 
metals having a TLV not. less than 0.1 
milligram per cubic meter, including but 
not limited to aluminum, antimony, ar¬ 
senic, cadmium, chromium, copper, iron, 
lead, magnesium, manganese, mercury 
(except mercury vapor), and zinc, re¬ 
sulting from sublimation or condensa¬ 
tion of their respective vapors, or from 
the chemical reaction between their re¬ 
spective vapors and gases. 

(3) Respirators for mists of materials 
having a TLV not less than 0.1 milligram 
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per cubic meter, as produced by spray 
coating with vitreous enamels, chromic- 
acid mist as produced in chromium plat¬ 
ing, and other mists of materials whose 
liquid vehicle does not produce harmful 
gases or vapors. 

<4) Respirators for dusts, fumes, and 
mists having a TLV less than 0.1 milli¬ 
gram per cubic meter, including but not 
limited to lithium hydride and beryllium, 
or exceeding the MPC for radionuclides; 
and where the contaminant concentra¬ 
tion is known not to exceed 10 times the 
TLV or MPC (decontamination factor of 
10 ). 

*5) Respirators for dusts, fumes, and 
mists having a TLV less than 0.1 milli¬ 
gram per cubic meter or exceeding the 
MPC for radionuclides; and where the 
contaminant concentration is known not 
to exceed 100 times the TLV or MPC 
(decontamination factor of 100). 

(6) Respirators for dusts, fumes, and 
mists having a TLV less than 0.1 milli¬ 
gram per cubic meter or exceeding the 
MPC for radionuclides; and where the 
contaminant concentration is known not 
to exceed 1,000 times the TLV or MPC 
(decontamination factor of 1,000). 

( 7 ) Respirators for various combina¬ 
tions of the preceding types of particu¬ 
late matter. 

(8) Respirators that are a combina¬ 
tion of mechanical filter and other 

type(s). 

§ 14.5 Applications. 

(a) Investigation or testing, including 
retesting of equipment that has been 
previously tested and disapproved, will be 
undertaken by the Bureau only pursuant 
to a written application, in duplicate, 
accompanied by all prescribed drawings, 
specifications, and related materials, and 
accompanied by a check, bank draft, or 
money order payable to the United 
States Bureau of Mines, to cover the 
fees. The application, all related mat¬ 
ters, and all correspondence concerning 
it shall be sent to the Bureau of Mines, 
4800 Forbes Avenue, Pittsburgh. Penn¬ 
sylvania, 15213; Attention: Chief,Branch 
of Health Research. 

<b) When an application is submitted 
that requires less work than is required 
for a complete investigation, the fee will 
be in proportion to the work involved. 
If the applicant is unable to determine 
the fee for such work, upon his request 
the Bureau will notify the applicant of 
the fee to be submitted with the applica¬ 
tion. Any surplus will be refunded to 
the applicant. 

( c) The application shall state that 
the respirator has met the requirements 
of Subpart B and of Subpart C, §§ 14.30, 
14 31. paragraphs (a) and (b) of § 14.32, 
and subparagraphs (2), <3), and (4) of 
Paragraph (c) of § 14.32, when tested 
by the applicant or his testing agency. 
Two copies of the results of the appli¬ 
cant’s inspections and tests shall accom¬ 
pany the application. 

<d> Drawings and specifications shall 
be adequate in number and detail to 
identify fully the design of the respira¬ 
tor and to disclose its materials and the 
dimensions of all its parts. Specifica¬ 
tions shall be given for materials, com¬ 
ponent parts, and subassemblies. 


(e) The application shall state the 
purpose of the respirator, giving the 
types and specific kinds of atmospheric 
contaminants against which it is de¬ 
signed to provide respiratory protection. 

(f) The application shall state that 
the respirator is completely developed 
and shall further state that the applicant 
believes the design and materials are 
suitable for a finished, marketable 
product. 

(g) The application shall describe the 
nature of the filter material and how 
each lot will be sampled and tested to 
maintain its protective qualities before 
it is used in the applicant’s respirator. 
The Bureau reserves the right to have its 
qualified representative(s) inspect the 
applicant’s control-test equipment and 
control-test records, and to interview the 
personnel who conduct the control tests 
in order to satisfy the Bureau that a 
proper procedure is being followed to in¬ 
sure the safety of the wearer of the res-, 
pirator for the protective service, as 
stated in the application. 

(h) When the Bureau notifies the ap¬ 
plicant that the application has been 
accepted, it w T ill also notify him as to 
the number of completely assembled res¬ 
pirators, together with the number of 
filters and other parts, that will be re¬ 
quired for testing. All materials re¬ 
quired for testing shall be delivered 
(charges prepaid) to the Bureau of 
Mines, 4800 Forbes Avenue, Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, 15213; Attention: Chief, 
Branch of Health Research. 

§ 14.6 Fees. 

The following fees are charged for in¬ 
specting and testing filter-type dust, 
fume, or mist respirators. The fees per¬ 
tain to complete respirators unless other- 
vise stated. 

(a) Pneumoconiosis-producing and 
nuisance dusts: 

(1) Single-use filter_ $290 

(2) Reusable filter_ 355 

(b) Dusts having a TLV not less than 
0.1 milligram per cubic meter: 

( 1 ) Single-use filter_ 320 

( 2 ) Reusable filter_ 415 

(c) Pneumoconiosis-producing and 
nuisance dusts and dusts having a 
TLV not less than 0.1 milligram per 
cubic meter: 

( 1 ) Single-use filter_ 355 

( 2 ) Reusable filter_ 505 

(d) Pneumoconiosis-producing and 

nuisance mists and chromic-acid 
mist --- 355 

(e) Pneumoconiosis-producing and 

nuisance dusts and mists, and 
chromic-acid mist_ 385 

(f) Dusts having a TLV not less than 

0.1 milligram per cubic meter, pneu¬ 
moconiosis-producing and nuisance 
mists, and chromic-acid mist_ 415 

(g) Pneumoconiosis-producing and 
nuisance dusts and mists, dusts 
having a TLV not less than 0.1 milli¬ 
gram per cubic meter, and chromic- 

acid mist_ 445 

(h) Facepiece only Tor respirators (a) 

through (g). 75 

(I) Fumes of metals having a TLV not 

less than 0.1 milligram per cubic 
meter- 370 

(J) Dusts and fumes of metals having 

a TLV not less than 0.1 milligram 
per cubic meter, and pneumo¬ 
coniosis-producing and nuisance 
dusts . 480 


(k) Dusts and fumes of metals having 

a TLV not less than 0.1 milligram 
per cubic meter, pneumoconiosis- 
producing dusts and mists, and 
chromic-acid mist_ $555 

(l) Facepiece only for respirators (i) 

through (k)_ 90 

(m) Dusts, fumes, and mists having a 
TLV less than 0.1 milligram per 
cubic meter or exceeding the MPC 

for radionuclides_ 540 

(n) All dusts, fumes, and mists_ 785 

(o) Facepiece only for respirators (m) 

and (n)_ 360 

(p) Additional examinations and tests 

of respirator in connection with 
other tests, per man-day_ 40 

<q> Fees for testing unusually com¬ 
plicated equipment, for unusual 
tests, for tests not included in this 
list, or for tests required for ex¬ 
tensions of certification, will be 
charged to cover the actual costs, as 
determined in advance by the Bu¬ 
reau. The applicant will be noti¬ 
fied, and the fee shall be paid before 
the tests are begun. 

Note: If a respirator falls to pass any of 
the required tests and the applicant noti¬ 
fies the Bureau to terminate further in¬ 
vestigation or testing, the Bureau will re¬ 
turn to the applicant such part of the 
fee not required as compensation for its 
services. 

§ 14.7 Date for conducting tests. 

The date of acceptance of an applica¬ 
tion will determine the order of prece¬ 
dence for investigation and testing when 
more than one application is pending, 
and the applicant will be notified of the 
date on which investigation and testing 
will begin. If a respirator fails to meet 
any of the requirements, it shall lose its 
order of precedence. If an application 
is submitted to resume investigation and 
testing after correction of the cause of 
failure, it will be treated as a new ap¬ 
plication and the order of precedence 
for investigation and testing will be so 
determined. 

§ 14.8 Conduct of investigations tests, 
and demonstrations. 

Prior to the issuance of a certificate 
of approval, only Bureau personnel, rep¬ 
resentatives of the applicant, and such 
other persons as may be mutually agreed 
upon, may observe the investigations or 
tests. The Bureau shall hold as confi¬ 
dential, and shall not disclose, principles 
or patentable features prior to certifica¬ 
tion, nor shall it disclose the results of 
analyses of materials, or any details of 
the applicant’s drawings, specifications, 
and related material. After the issuance 
of a certificate of approval, the Bureau 
may conduct such public demonstrations 
and tests of the approved respirator as 
it deems appropriate. The conduct of all 
investigations, tests, and demonstra¬ 
tions shall be under the sole direction 
and control of the Bureau, and any other 
persons shall be present only as ob¬ 
servers. 

§ 14.9 Certificates of approval. 

(a) Upon completion of the investi¬ 
gation and testing of a respirator, the 
the Bureau will Issue to the applicant 
either a certificate of approval or a writ¬ 
ten notice of disapproval, as the case 
may require. No informal notification 
of approval will be issued. If a certifi- 
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cate of approval is issued, no test data 
or detailed results of tests will accom¬ 
pany it. If a notice of disapproval is 
issued, it will be accompanied by details 
of the defects, resulting in disapproval, 
with a view to possible correction. The 
Bureau will not disclose, except to the 
applicant, any information on a respira¬ 
tor upon which a notice of disapproval 
has been issued. 

(b) A certificate of approval will be 
accompanied by a list of the drawings 
and specifications covering the details 
of design and construction of the respira¬ 
tor upon which the certificate of ap¬ 
proval is based. The applicant shall 
keep exact duplicates of the drawings 
and specifications submitted to the Bu¬ 
reau relating to the respirator which has 
received a certificate of approval. The 
approved drawings and specifications 
shall be adhered to exactly in production 
of the certified respirator for commercial 
purposes. In addition, the applicant 
shall keep records of the control of filter 
materials, as stated in paragraph (g) 
of § 14.5. 

§ 14.10 Approval labels or markings. 

(a) A certificate of approval will be 
accompanied by photographs of designs 
for approval labels—one for the com¬ 
plete respirator and one for the filter 
unit. The labels shall bear the seal of 
the Bureau of Mines and shall be in¬ 
scribed substantially as follows: 

Permissible respirator for _ 

( Applicable type of dlspersoid) 

U.S. Bureau of Mines Approval No.- 

Issued to_ 

(Name of applicant) 

Approved for respiratory protection against 

the Inhalation of_ 

(Applicable type of dlspersoid) 
The approved assembly consists of BM- 

_facepiece and BM-_filter. 

(b) Appropriate instructions and cau¬ 
tion statements on the use and limita¬ 
tions of the respirator shall be included 
on the approval label (s). 

(c) The label for the respirator shall 
be reproduced legibly on the outside of 
each respirator container. The label for 
the filter shall be reproduced legibly on 
the outside of each container of extra 
filters. 

(d) The facepiece shall be marked in 
a permanent, legible manner with the 
appropriate approval number. Each 
filter shall be marked with the appro¬ 
priate approval number and with the 
type or types of dispersoid covered by the 
approval. 

(e) Full-scale designs or reproductions 
of approval labels and markings, and a 
sketch or description of their position 
shall be submitted for approval before 
final adoption to the Bureau of Mines, 
4800 Forbes Avenue, Pittsburgh, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 15213; Attention: Chief, 
Branch of Health Research. 

(f) Use of the Bureau’s approval label 
obligates the applicant to whom the cer¬ 
tificate of approval was issued to main¬ 
tain the quality of the complete respira¬ 
tor and to guarantee that the complete 
respirator is manufactured and assem¬ 
bled according to the drawings and 
specifications upon which the certificate 


of approval w*as based. Use of the ap¬ 
proval label or markings is authorized 
only on respirators that conform strictly 
with the drawings and specifications 
upon which the certificate of approval 
was based. 

§ 14.11 Material required for record. 

(a) The Bureau reserves the right to 
retain as part of the permanent record 
of the investigation, a complete respira¬ 
tor or any component thereof that has 
been tested and certified. Material not 
required for record will be returned to 
the applicant at his request and at his 
expense on written shipping instructions 
to the Bureau of Mines. 4800 Forbes 
Avenue, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 15213; 
Attention: Chief, Branch of Health 
Research. 

(b) As soon as a certified respirator is 
commercially available, the applicant 
shall deliver a complete unit free of 
charge to the Bureau of Mines, 4800 

Torbes Avenue. Pittsburgh. Pennsylvania, 
15213; Attention: Chief. Branch of 
Health Research. 

§ 14.12 Changes after certification. 

If an applicant desires to change any 
feature of a certified respirator, he shall 
first obtain the Bureau’s approval of the 
change, pursuant to the following pro¬ 
cedures: 

(a) Application shall be made as for 
an original certificate of approval, re¬ 
questing that the existing certification 
be extended to cover the proposed 
change(s). The application shall be 
accompanied by drawings, specifications 
and related material(s), as in the case of 
the original application. 

(b) The application and accompany¬ 
ing material (s) will be examined by the 
Bureau to determine whether testing of 
the modified respirator or components 
will be required. Testing will be neces¬ 
sary if there is a possibility that the 
modification may affect adversely the 
performance of the respirator. The Bu¬ 
reau will inform the applicant in writing 
whether such testing is required, and the 
fee. 

<c) If the proposed modification meets 
the requirements of this part, a formal 
extension of certification will be issued, 
accompanied by a list of new and re¬ 
vised drawings and specifications to be 
added to those already on file as the basis 
for the extension of certification. 

§ 14.13 Withdrawal of certification. 

The Bureau reserves the right to re¬ 
scind, for cause, any certificate of ap¬ 
proval issued under this part. 

Subparl B—Respirator Requirements 

§ 14.20 DeMgn and construction. 

The Bureau will investigate or test only 
a respirator that, in its opinion, is con¬ 
structed of suitable materials, evidences 
good workmanship, and is designed on 
sound scientific principles. Adequacy 
of design and construction will be de¬ 
termined with regard to the following 
factors: Kind and durability of ma¬ 
terials; durability of construction; prac¬ 
ticability of use by the wearer, such as 
freedom of movement, field of vision, fit 


of facepiece, and lack of discomfort ; and 
performance characteristics during in¬ 
vestigation and testing, including physi- 
ological effects on the wearer of the res¬ 
pirator. Since all possible designs, ar¬ 
rangements, or combinations of materials 
and components cannot be foreseen, the 
Bureau reserves the right to omit any 
test(s) or part of any test(s) described 
in Subpart C, or to modify such test s), 
or to perform other test(s) not specifi¬ 
cally stated, in order to obtain substan¬ 
tially the same information and to pro¬ 
vide the same degree or safety as the 
tests described in Subpart C. The 
Bureau will notify the applicant 
accordingly. 

§14.21 Component parts. 

All component parts of a respirator 
shall be designed, constructed, and fitted 
in such manner that they will not create 
a hazard to the wearer of the equipment. 
Filters and other parts of short life shall 
be easily replaceable and after such re¬ 
placement the tightness of the entire 
respirator shall be fully restored to pro¬ 
tect the wearer against inward leakage of 
dusts, fumes, or mists. 

§14.22 Containers ami markings. 

(a) A substantial, durable container 
shall be provided for each respirator to 
protect it when not in use. The respira¬ 
tor and its container shall be marked 
distinctly with the name of the appli¬ 
cant, and the type, letter, or number by 
which the respirator is commonly known. 

(b) Filter units shall be protected by 
approved containers. 

§ 14.23 Facepiece. 

(a) Each facepiece shall be constructed 
so as to assure a quick, dispersoid-tight 
fit on persons of widely varying facial 
shapes and sizes. A full facepiece shall 
permit the wearer’s use of corrective 
spectacles without affecting the overall 
efficiency of the respirator. A half-mask 
facepiece shall not Interfere with the 
wearer’s use of protective goggles or 
corrective spectacles. 

(b) Respirators for dusts, fumes, and 
mists having a TLV not less than 0.1 
milligram per cubic meter: Each respira¬ 
tor shall be provided with an exhalation 
valve(s). The use of an inhalation 
valve(s) is desirable, but optional. 

(c) Respirators for dusts, fumes, and 
mists having a TLV less than 0.1 milli¬ 
gram per cubic meter or exceeding the 
MPC for radionuclides: Each respirator 
shall be provided with an exhalation 
valve(s) and an inhalation valve (s). 
The exhalation valve(s) shall be pro¬ 
tected against damage or external in¬ 
fluence. and shall be provided with a 
dead-air space or other means designed 
to prevent inward leakage of contami¬ 
nated air during the inhalation phase of 
the breathing cycle. 

(d) Coverings of cloth or other ma¬ 
terial for the face-contacting portion of 
the face cushion, approved as part of a 
respirator that is designed for respira¬ 
tory protection against dusts, fumes, or 
mists, shall pass the complete facepiece 
tests for the particular type of respirator. 

(e) The head harness shall be adjust¬ 
able and replaceable. 
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§ 14.24 Materials of construction. 

<a) All parts of the respirator, espe¬ 
cially rubber or plastic, that are in direct 
contact with portions of the wearer’s 
body shall be of nonirritating composi¬ 
tion. 

. b) All materials used in the construc¬ 
tion of facepieces shall be of a composi¬ 
tion that will withstand repeated disin¬ 
fection or decontamination by methods 
that are recommended by the applicant 
and are acceptable to the Bureau. The 
accepted methods for disinfection or de¬ 
contamination shall be described in the 
instructions supplied by the applicant for 
maintaining his device. 

§ 14.25 Control of tillering: characteris¬ 
tic’s. 

(a) Filters designed for protection 
against dusts, fumes, and mists having 
a TLV not less than 0.1 milligram per 
cubic meter . To maintain the quality 
of protection that is required by this 
part, each lot of filter materials pro¬ 
duced or obtained by an applicant shall 
have been adequately sampled and tested 
for filtering and resistance characteris¬ 
tics before being used in approved 
respirators. 

(b) Filters designed for protection 
against dusts, fumes , and mists having 
a TLV less than 0.1 milligram per cubic 
meter or execeeding the MPC for radio¬ 
nuclides. Before marketing, each filter 
unit shall be tested by the applicant 
against a concentration of 100 micro- 
grams of DOP per liter of air, at 32 liters 
per minute flow rate for a period of 5 to 
10 seconds. The penetration shall not 
exceed 0.05 percent. Where filters are 
to be used only in pairs, the flow rate 
shall be 16 liters per minute through each 
filter unit. Where threaded cartridge- 
type filters are used, the threads of each 
cartridge shall be examined for defects 
that may prevent correct sealing of the 
cartridge in the cartridge holder. Car¬ 
tridges shall be packaged to prevent 
damage to threads and sealing surfaces. 

Subpart C—Test Requirements 

§14.30 Facepiece test*. 

<a) Pressure-tightness test (applicable 
to all respirators designed for respiratory 
protection against dusts, fumes, and 
mists). The complete respirator shall 
be fitted to the faces of 15 to 20 persons 
having a wide variety of facial shapes 
and sizes. To test the suitability of the 
fit of the respirator on these test sub¬ 
jects, the exhalation valve and the in¬ 
halation port or ports shall be held 
closed, and each subject shall exhale 
gently into the facepiece until a slight 
but definite positive pressure is built up 
in the facepiece. The absence of out¬ 
ward leakage of air between the facepiece 
and the subject’s face shall be evidence 
of satisfactory fit of the facepiece. 

<b) Coal-dust-tightness test (appli¬ 
cable to respirators designed for respira¬ 
tory protection against dusts and mists 
having a TLV not less than 0.1 milligram 
Per cubic meter). Three test subjects, 
navmg full, average, and lean facial fea¬ 
tures, shall wear the repirators with 
suitable eye protection while a high con¬ 
centration of finely divided bituminous- 
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coal dust (through 200-mesh) is blown 
gently into their breathing zones for a 
minimum of three minutes. At the end 
of this period, the excess dust shall be 
removed from the periphery of each face- 
piece, after which the facepiece shall be 
carefully removed from the face of each 
subject. To meet the requirements of 
this test for each of the three test sub¬ 
jects, the following shall not show ap¬ 
preciably more black particulate matter 
than was observed before the test: The 
forced nasal discharge, as shown on, a 
white cloth; the sputum and the nasal 
cavities, when examined with the aid of 
a speculum and illumination; and that 
part of the face covered by the facepiece 
of the respirator. 

(c) Isoamyl-acetate-tightness test 
(additional test applicable only to respi¬ 
rators designed for respiratory protection 
against fumes of various metals having 
a TLV not less than 0.1 milligram per 
cubic meter). The respirator shall be 
modified in such a manner that all of the 
air that normally would be inhaled 
through the inhalation ports is drawn 
through an efficient activated charcoal- 
filled canister, or cartridge (s), without 
interference with the face-contacting 
portion of the facepiece. Modified in 
this manner, the facepiece shall be worn 
by 15 to 20 persons for at least two 
minutes each in a test chamber contain¬ 
ing 100 parts (by volume) of isoamyl- 
acetate vapor per million parts of air. 
To meet the requirements of this test, 
the odor of isoamyl acetate shall not be 
detected by the subjects while wearing 
the modified respirator in the test atmos¬ 
phere. 

§ 14.31 Mechanical filler tests. 

(a) Silica-dust tests of respirators de¬ 
signed for respiratory protection against 
pneumoconiosis •‘producing and nuisance 
dusts—( 1) Single-use filters. Three 
respirators will be tested with a mechani¬ 
cal-testing apparatus under the follow¬ 
ing controlled conditions: 

Relative humidity—20-80 percent. 

Room temperature—approximately 25° C. 

Rate of continuous air flow—32 liters per 
minute. 

Test suspension—not less than 60 nor more 
than 60 milligrams of flint (99+ percent free 
silica) per cubic meter of air. The flint shall 
be ground to pass 99+ percent through a 325- 
mesh sieve. The particle-sized distribution 
of the test suspension shall have a geometric 
mean of 0.4 to 0.6 micron, and the standard 
geometric deviation shall not exceed 1.96. 

Duration of sampling period—90 minutes 
for each respirator. 

Tested under these conditions, the total 
amount of unretained test suspension 
shall not exceed a total of 4.5 milligrams 
for the three respirators nor more than 
2 milligrams for any single respirator. 

(2) Reusable filters. Respirators with 
filter elements designed for cleaning and 
reuse will be subjected to the tests de¬ 
scribed in subparagraph (1) of this para¬ 
graph. Each filter element shall be 
tested three times—once as received, 
once after cleaning, and once after re¬ 
cleaning. Three respirators shall be 
tested. The applicant’s instructions for 
cleaning the filter element will be fol¬ 
lowed once for each of the three tests. 
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Tested under these conditions, the total 
amount of unretained test suspension 
shall not exceed a total of 4.5 milligrams 
for the three tests on any single respira¬ 
tor, nor more than 2 milligrams for any 
single test. 

<b> Lead-dust tests for respirators de¬ 
signed for respiratory protection against 
m dusts having a TLV not less than 0.1 
milligram per cubic meter—( 1) Single¬ 
use filters. Three respirators will be 
tested with a mechanical-testing appa¬ 
ratus under the following controlled 
conditions: 

Relative humidity—20-80 percent. 

Room temperature—approximately 25’ C. 

Rate of continuous air flow—32 liters per 
minute. 

Test suspension—not less than 16 nor more 
than 20 milligrams of lead (Pb) per cubic 
meter of air in a test suspension of National 
Lead Company’s Negative Battery Mixture 
No. 111-R, which has the following approxi¬ 
mate composition: Litharge, 75 percent; free 
metallic lead. 25 percent; carbon black, blanc 
fixe, and organic matter for expander pur¬ 
poses, 0.25-0.3 percent. The particle size 
distribution of the test suspension shall have 
a geometric mean of 0.4 to 0.6 micron, and 
the standard geometric deviation shall not 
exceed 1.96. 

Duration of sampling period—90 minutes 
for each respirator. 

Treated under these conditions, the 
total amount of unretained test suspen¬ 
sion, which is analyzed and calculated 
as lead (Pb), shall not exceed 0.43 milli¬ 
gram of lead for any single respirator. 

(2) Reusable filters. Respirators with 
filter elements designed for cleaning and 
reuse will be subjected to the tests de¬ 
scribed in subparagraph (1) of this para¬ 
graph. Each filter element shall be 
tested three times—once as received, 
once after cleaning, and once after re¬ 
cleaning. Three respirators shall be 
tested. The applicant’s instructions for 
cleaning the filter element will be fol¬ 
lowed once for each of the three tests. 

Tested under these conditions, the 
amount of unretained test suspension, 
which is analyzed and calculated as lead 
(Pb). shall not exceed 0.43 milligram of 
lead for any single test. 

(c) Lead-fume test for respirators de¬ 
signed for respiratory protection against 
fumes of metals having a TLV not less 
than 0.1 milligram per cubic meter. 
Three respirators will be tested with a 
mechanical-testing apparatus under the 
following controlled conditions: 

Relative humidity—20-80 percent. 

Room temperature—approximately 25* C. 

Rate of continuous air flow—32 liters per 
minute. 

Test suspension—not less than 15 nor more 
than 20 milligrams of freshly generated lead- 
oxide fume, calculated as lead (Pb), per 
cubic meter of air. The fume shall be gen¬ 
erated by impinging an oxygen-gas flame on 
molten lead. 

Duration of sampling period—312 min¬ 
utes for each respirator. Samples of the 
test suspension shall be taken during this 
period. 

Tested under these conditions, the total 
amount of unretained test suspension, 
which is analyzed and calculated as lead 
(Pb), shall not exceed 1.5 milligrams of 
lead for any single respirator. 
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(d) Chromic-acid-mist test for res• 
pirators designed for respiratory protec¬ 
tion against pneumoconiosis-producing 
and nuisance mists and chromic-acid 
mist. Three respirators will be tested 
with a mechanical-testing apparatus 
under the following controlled condi¬ 
tions: 

Room temperature—approximately 25* C. 

Rate of continuous air flow—32 liters per 
minute. 

Test suspension—not less than 15 nor 
more than 20 milligrams of chromic-acid 
mist per cubic meter of air. which Is analyzed 
and calculated as chromic anhydride (Cr0 8 ), 
produced by electrolyzing an aqueous solu¬ 
tion of chromic acid containing 200-500 
grams of chromic anhydride per liter. 

Duration of sampling period—312 min¬ 
utes for each respirator. Samples of the test 
suspension shall be taken during this period. 

Tested under these conditions, the total 
amount of unretained chromic acid, 
which is analyzed and calculated as 
chromic anhydride (CrO»), shall not ex¬ 
ceed 1 milligram for any single res¬ 
pirator. 

(e) Tests for respirators designed for 
respiratory protection against more than 
one type of dispersoid. Respirators de¬ 
signed for respiratory protection against 
more than one type of dispersoid (dust, 
fume, or mist) shall comply with all 
the requirements of this part, which 
pertain to the specific types of dispersoids 
involved. 

(f) Respirators with characteristics of 
a combination of mechanical-filter and 
another type(s) . When a respirator has 
the characteristics of a combination of 
mechanical-filter and another type(s), 
it shall meet the specific requirements of 
this part, as well as the requirements of 
any other part(s) which might be ger¬ 
mane. 

§ 14.32 Teat# of complete respirator. 

(a) Resistance to air flow (applicable 
to all dust, fume, and mist respirators ). 
The resistance to flow of air of a complete 
respirator on inhalation and on exhala¬ 
tion shall be determined on a mechanical 
apparatus before and after the tests are 
conducted, as described in § 14.31 and 
paragraph (c) of this section. The con¬ 
tinuous rate of air flow shall be 85 liters 
per minute. The resistance to inhala¬ 
tion shall not exceed 50 millimeters of 
water-column height, and the resistance 
to exhalation shall not exceed 25 milli¬ 
meters of water-column height. 

(b) Isoamyl-acetate-tiglitness test for 

respirators designed for respiratory pro¬ 
tection against dusts, fumes , and mists 
having a TLV less than 0.1 milligram 
per cubic meter or exceeding the MPC 
for radionuclides , but where the contami¬ 
nant concentration is known not to ex¬ 
ceed 10 times the TLV or MPC . (1) The 

applicant shall provide a charcoal-filled 
canister or cartridge (s) of a size and 
resistance similar to the filter unit(s), 
with connectors which can be attached 
to the facepiece in the same manner as 
the filter unit. The canister or cartridge 
will be used in place of the filter unit, 
and 20 persons each shall wear the modi¬ 
fied facepiece for 5 minutes in a test 
chamber containing 100 parts (by vol¬ 
ume) of isoamyl-acetate vapor per mil¬ 


lion parts of air. The following work 
schedule shall be observed by each sub¬ 
ject in the test chamber: 

(1) Two minutes walking, nodding, 
and shaking head in normal movements. 

<ii) Three minutes exercising and 
running “in place." 

To meet the requirements of this test, 
the facepiece shall be capable of adjust¬ 
ment. according to the applicant's in¬ 
structions, to each subject’s face, so that 
the odor of isoamyl acetate is not de¬ 
tectable by any test subject. 

(2) Isoamyl-acetate-tightness test for 
respirators designed for respiratory pro¬ 
tection against dusts, fumes, and mists 
having a TLV less than 0.1 milligram 
per cubic meter or exceeding the MPC 
for radionuclides, but where the contami¬ 
nant concentration is known not to ex¬ 
ceed 100 or 1,000 times the TLV or MPC. 
The applicant shall provide a charcoal- 
filled canister or cartridge (s) of a size 
and resistance similar to the filter 
unit(s), with connectors for attaching to 
the facepiece in the same manner as the 
filter unit. The canister or cartridge 
will be used in place of the filter unit, 
and 20 persons each shall wear the modi¬ 
fied facepiece for 5 minutes in a test 
chamber containing 1,000 parts (by vol¬ 
ume) of isoamyl-acetate vapor per mil¬ 
lion parts of air. The following work 
schedule shall be observed by each sub¬ 
ject in the test chamber: 

(i) Two minutes walking, talking, 
nodding, and shaking head in normal 
movements. 

(ii) Three minutes exercising and 
running “in place." 

To meet the requirements of this test, 
the facepiece shall be capable of adjust¬ 
ment, according to the applicant’s in¬ 
structions, to each test subject's face, so 
that the odor of isoamyl acetate is not 
detectable by any test subject. 

(c) Special tests for respirators de¬ 
signed for respiratory protection against 
dusts, fumes, and mists having a TLV less 
than 0.1 milligram per cubic meter or 
exceeding the MPC for radionuclides. 
Three complete respirators with their 
filters properly mounted shall be visually 
inspected to detect obvious defects. A 
probe to permit sampling the air within 
the respirator facepiece shall be attached 
without impairing the overall efficiency 
of the respirator or its serviceability (ex¬ 
cepting subparagraphs (3) and (4) of 
this paragraph). 

(1) Uranine-chamber tests. The fol¬ 
lowing test shall be made on three res¬ 
pirators: The complete respirator shall 
be sealed in an airtight manner to a 
head form which is so constructed that 
the air can be drawn through it from 
within the facepiece of the respirator. 
The head form, with respirator attached, 
shall be placed in a test chamber through 
which is flowing an aerosol containing 
not less than 1 nor more than 2 milli¬ 
grams of uranine per cubic meter of air. 
The particle-size distribution of the test 
suspension shall have a geometric mean 
of 0.2 micron and the standard geo¬ 
metric deviation shall not exceed 1.96. 
The aerosol shall be drawn Into and ex¬ 
pelled through the respirator by a 
breathing machine that simulates hu¬ 


man breathing at the rate of 32 liters per 
minute with 18 inhalation-exhalation 
cycles per minute. Samples of the at¬ 
mosphere within the facepiece shall be 
taken during the inhalation phase of the 
breathing cycle. 


To meet the requirements of the above 
test, the respirator shall perform in ac¬ 
cordance with the following tolerances: 


Where the con¬ 
taminant con¬ 
centration does 
not exceed the 
TLV or MPC 
by a factor of: 

Maximum al¬ 
lowable pene¬ 
tration for a 
single respira¬ 
tor—percent¬ 
age of ambient 
concentration 

Maximum al¬ 
lowable ni¬ 
tration for iv 
erage of throe 
tests— permit, 
age of ambient 
concentrati :i 

(I) 10 

1 

0.5 

(ii) 100 

1 

0.5 

(hi) 1,000 

0.1 

0.05 


(2) DOP man tests and chamber tests. 
(i) Each of three complete respirators 
shall be worn by six different persons 
(totalling 18 wearings) utilized as test 
subjects. Each respirator shall be modi¬ 
fied by inserting a sample probe through 
the facepiece at a place which avoids 
distortion of the facepiece fit. Each test 
subject shall enter a test chamber in 
which air, containing approximately 100 
micrograms of DOP per liter, is flowing. 
While in the chamber, each test subject 
shall perform the following work sched¬ 
ule of exercises, with air samples being 
taken continuously at a rate of 8 liters 
per minute. Facial movements. 2 min¬ 
utes; talking, 1 minute; and running “in 
place," 2 minutes. 

(ii) The respirator with the highest 
DOP penetration of the three tested ac¬ 
cording to subparagraph (i) of this para¬ 
graph shall be worn by three different 
persons for two hours each while the fol¬ 
lowing tests are performed in a chamber 
concentration of 100 micrograms of DOP 
per liter of air. 

0-15 minutes: Each test subject shall be 
seated and a sample will be drawn from the 
Inside of the facepiece at the rate of 8 liters 
per minute; the sample will be compared with 
the chamber concentration. If excessive 
leakage is detected, the subject shall leave 
the chamber and a stream of DOP shall be 
directed at the respirator to determine the 
source(s) of leakage. If the leakage can be 
corrected by facepiece adjustment or clean¬ 
ing. the subject shall return to the chamber 
for completion of the first 15 minutes of this 
test. 

15-60 mijiutcs : Each test subject shall 
leave the chamber and carry on normal activ¬ 
ities without adjusting or removing the 
facepiece. 

60-75 minutes: Each test subject shall re¬ 
turn to the chamber that contains the test 
aerosol of DOP. A sample will be drawn from 
the inside of the facepiece at the rate of 8 
liters per minute. During this period the 
test subject shaU engage in the following 
activities and the percentage of leakage shall 
be determined: Cough*, turn his head from 
side to side, smile*, frown*, recite the alpha¬ 
bet loudly*, talk*, breathe shallowly and 
deeply. 

Note: For respirators where the contami¬ 
nant concentration does not exceed 10 times 
the TLV or MPC, the test subject will not 
engage in the activities indicated with ait 
asterlsk(*). 

75-105 minutes: Each test subject shall 
engage in normal activities outside the 
chamber. 
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105-120 minutes: Each test subject shall 
reenter the chamber and the routine for the 
60-75 minute period shall be repeated. 

To meet the requirements of subpara¬ 
graphs (l) and (11) of this subparagraph, a 
respirator shall perform in accordance with 
the following tolerances: 


Where tho con¬ 
taminant otm- 
-viitration does 
not exceed the 
TLV or MPC 
by a factor of: 

Maximum al¬ 
lowable pene¬ 
tration for a 
single respira¬ 
tor— percent¬ 
age or ambient 
concentration 

Maximum al¬ 
lowable pene¬ 
tration /or 
average of all 
tests—percent¬ 
age of ambient 
concentration 

(a) 10 

1 

0.5 

(/» ino 

1 

0.5 

(c) 1.000 

0.1 

0.05 


If a respirator allows leakages exceeding 
these values at the face-to-resplrator 
seal, but otherwise can be adjusted, ac¬ 
cording to the applicant’s instructions, to 
meet the requirements prescribed for the 
respirator, it shall be considered as meet¬ 
ing the requirements of this test. 

(3) DOP filter tests . All filter units 
shall be tested in an atmospheric con¬ 
centration of 100 micrograms of DOP per 
liter of air at continuous flow rates of 
32 and 85 liters per minute for a period 
of 5 to 10 seconds. Where filters are to 
be used in pairs, the flow rates shall be 16 
and 42.5 liters per minute, respectively, 
through a single filter. The filter shall 
be mounted on a connector in the same 
manner as used on the respirator. The 
total leakage for the connector and filter 
shall not exceed 0.05 percent of the am¬ 
bient DOP concentration at either flow 
rate. 

(4) Silica-dust-loading test . Three 
respirators shall be tested as described 
in subparagraph (1) of paragraph <a> 
of § 14.31 and paragraph (a) of this 

section. 

IF.R. Doc. 64-1319; Piled, Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:48 a.m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
17 CFR Part 1033 etc. 1 

I Docket No. AO-166- A28 etc.] 

MILK IN CERTAIN MARKETING AREAS 


Notice of Hearing on Proposed 
Amendments to Tentative Market¬ 
ing Agreements and Orders 


7 CFR 

Docket No. 

Marketing area 

Part 



1033 

AO-106-A28_ 

Cincinnati, Ohk>. 

1034 

AO-175-A19_ 

Daytoii-Springtiehi, Ohio. 

1035 

AO-176-A18_ 

Columbus, Ohio. 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937. as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given of a public hearing to be held at the 
Stratford House, 330 West First Street, 
Dayton, Ohio beginning at 10:00 a.m., 
e.s.t., on February 17, 1964, with respect 
to proposed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreements and to the orders. 


FEDERAL REGISTER 

regulating the handling of milk in each 
of the above designated marketing areas. 

The public hearing is for the purpose 
of receiving evidence with respect to the 
economic and emergency marketing con¬ 
ditions which relate to the proposed 
amendments, hereinafter set forth, and 
any appropriate modifications thereof, to 
the tentative marketing agreements and 
to the orders. 

The proposal relates to the seasonal 
incentive plans, commonly referred to 
as the “Louisville Plan”, used in the three 
markets to adjust blended (uniform) 
prices to producers on a seasonal basis. 

The proposed amendments, set forth 
below, have not received the approval 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Proposed by Miami Valley Milk Pro¬ 
ducers Association, Central Ohio Coop¬ 
erative Milk Producers Association, Inc., 
Cincinnati Milk Sales Association, Inc.: 

Proposal No. 1. Amend the uniform 
price computation provisions of each of 
the above orders as such provisions re¬ 
late to the “fall production incentive 
plan” so as to provide, under the three 
orders, uniform rates of accumulation 
(“take-out”) of 20, 25. 25 and 20 cents 
per hundredweight of producer milk for 
the months of April, May, June and July, 
respectively, and a uniform rate of divi¬ 
sion of such funds accumulated in each 
market (“pay-back”) among market 
producers through the uniform price at 
the rates of 20, 30. 30 and 20 percent 
thereof, respectively, for the months of 
September, October, November and 
December. 

Proposed by the Milk Marketing Or¬ 
ders Division, Agricultural Marketing 
Service: 

Proposal No. 2 . Make such changes as 
may be necessary to make the entire 
marketing agreements and the orders 
conform with any amendments thereto 
that may result from this hearing. 

Copies of this notice of hearing and 
the orders may be procured from the 
Office of the Hearing Clerk. Room 112, 
Administration Building, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, 
D.C., 20250, or may be procured from the 
offices of the market administrators 
listed below, or may be there inspected: 

519 Main Street. Cincinnati. Ohio, 45201. 

434 Third National Bank Building, Day- 
ton, Ohio, 45402. 

Hartman Building, Room 505, 79 East State 
Street, Columbus, Ohio. 43215. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 5.1964. 

Clarence H. Girard, 
Deputy Administrator , 
Regulatory Programs . 

(FR. Doc. 64-1327; Filed. Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:48 ajn.l 

FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

[ 14 CFR Part 1 1 

(Notice 64-7; Docket No. 3096J 

TRANSFER OF TYPE CERTIFICATES, 
AND LICENSING AGREEMENTS 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

The Federal Aviation Agency has 
under consideration a proposal to amend 


§ 1.14 of Part 1 of the Civil Air Regula¬ 
tions to define the responsibilities of the 
holder of a type certificate upon a trans¬ 
fer of it to a third person or a grant by 
him of authority to a third person to 
exercise privileges under it. In addition, 
it is proposed to amend $ 1.10-1 to re¬ 
quire that all applications for type cer¬ 
tificates be submitted to appropriate 
FAA regional offices. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
notice or docket number and be submit¬ 
ted in duplicate to the Federal Aviation 
Agency, Office of the General Counsel: 
Attention Rules Docket, 800 Independ¬ 
ence Avenue SW., Washington, D.C., 
20553. All communications received on 
or before April 13, 1964, will be con¬ 
sidered by the Administrator before 
taking action upon the proposed rule. 
The proposals contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. All comments submitted will 
be available, both before and after the 
closing date for comments, in the Rules 
Docket for examination by interested 
persons. 

Section 1.14 provides that, when the 
holder of a type certificate transfers it 
or makes it available to a third person 
by licensing agreement, or when a licens¬ 
ing agreement terminates, he is required 
to notify the Administrator immediately. 

Several problems have arisen under 
the present language of the rule. First, 
it is not clear what information the 
transferor or licensor must include in the 
notice. The FAA needs to know the 
name and address of a transferee, in 
order to administer efficiently the rules 
relating to the privileges and responsi¬ 
bilities of type certificate holders. Simi¬ 
larly, the FAA needs to know the extent 
of the authority granted to a licensee, in 
order to act upon changes in type design 
submitted by him. It is proposed to 
amend the rule to require this informa¬ 
tion. Second, the language of the pres¬ 
ent rule that the grantor shall “im¬ 
mediately notify the Administrator” has 
led to confusion and has caused delays 
because varying interpretations have 
been made as to what “immediately” 
means, and where specifically the noti¬ 
fication should be sent. To avoid this 
confusion and delay, it is proposed to 
amend the rule further by requiring that 
notification be sent to the appropriate 
FAA regional office within 30 days after 
the transaction, specifying its date, or 
within 30 days after the termination of a 
licensing agreement. 

Since action on all type certificates is 
taken at the FAA regional offices, it is 
proposed to amend § 1.10-1 to provide 
for submission to the appropriate region¬ 
al office of applications for type certifi¬ 
cates for engines and propellers, as well 
as for aircraft. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a), 601, and 
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1354,1421, 1423). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is proposed to amend Part 1 of the Civil 
Air Regulations as follows: 


No. 29-4 
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1. By amending § 1.10-1 (b) and (c) 
(1) to read: 

§ 1.10-1 Application for type certificate 
(FAA rules which apply to § 1.10). 

* * • * • 

(b) Application for an engine type 
certificate. Form FAA-312 . This appli¬ 
cation shall be submitted in duplicate, 
together with preliminary technical data 
as required by Part 13 of this chapter, to 
the appropriate FAA regional office. 

<c> Application for a propeller type 
certificate. Form FAA-312. (1) This ap¬ 
plication, together with Form ACA-335, 
Propeller Supplement to Application for 
Type Certificate, shall be submitted in 
duplicate to the appropriate FAA re¬ 
gional office. 

• • • * ♦ 

2. By amending § 1.14 to read: 

§ 1.14 Transfers and licensing agree¬ 
ments. 

The holder of a type certificate may 
transfer it to a third person, or grant to 
a third person or persons authority to 
exercise privileges under it by licensing 
agreement. Within 30 days after the 
transfer of a certificate or execution of 
a licensing agreement the transferor or 
licensor shall notify the appropriate FAA 
regional office in writing. The notifica¬ 
tion shall state the name and address of 
the transferee or licensee, date of the 
transaction, and. in the case of a licens¬ 
ing agreement, extent of authority 
granted the licensee. The licensor shall 
notify the appropriate FAA regional 
office of the termination of a licensing 
agreement within 30 days after the ter¬ 
mination. The provisions of § 1.13 shall 
be complied with. 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 5, 1964. 

G. S. Moore, 
Director, 

Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-1313; Filed, Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.J 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

| Airspace Docket No. 63-SW-95] 

FEDERAL AIRWAY 
Proposed Alteration 

Notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency (FAA) is consider¬ 
ing an amendment to Part 71 l New] of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations, the 
substance of which is stated below. 

VOR Federal airway No. 19 is desig¬ 
nated in part from Socorro, N. Mex., via 
the intersection of the Socorro 015* and 
the Albuquerque, N. Mex., 160° True 
radials to Albuquerque, including a west 
alternate from Socorro via the inter¬ 
section of the Socorro 333° and the Albu¬ 
querque 210° True radials to Albu¬ 
querque. 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering redesignating V-19 from Socorro 
direct to Albuquerque with a west alter¬ 
nate segment from Socorro to Albu¬ 
querque via the intersection of the 
Socorro 343° and the Albuquerque 199° 
True radials; and a east alternate seg- 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

ment from Socorro to Albuquerque via 
the intersection of the Socorro 015° and 
the Albuquerque 160° True radials. The 
redesignation of V-19 direct between 
Socorro and Albuquerque would provide 
a shorter route for aircraft overflying 
Socorro and Albuquerque. The redesig¬ 
nated west alternate and proposed east 
alternate segments would be utilized as 
departure and arrival routes for Albu¬ 
querque terminal air traffic. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director. 
Southwest Region. Attn: Chief, Air Traf¬ 
fic Division, Federal Aviation Agency. 
P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth. Texas. 76101. 
All communications received within 
forty-five days after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hear¬ 
ing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, 
Airspace Regulations and Procedures 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Washington, D.C. Any data, views or 
arguments presented during such con¬ 
ferences must also be submitted in 
writing in accordance with this notice 
in order to become part of the record 
for consideration. The proposal con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Agency. Office of the 
General Counsel: Attention Rules Dock¬ 
et, 800 Independence Avenue SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., 20553. An informal docket 
will also be available for examination at 
the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 4,1964 

Daniel E. Barrow, 
Acting Chief, Airspace Regu¬ 
lations and Procedures Divi¬ 
sion. 

| F.R. Doc. 64-1304; Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:46 a.m.) 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

(Airspace Docket No. 63-SW-108J 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

Proposed Designation and 
Alteration 

Notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency is considering amend¬ 
ments to Part 71 [Newl of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations, the substance of 
which is stated below. 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering the designation of VOR Federal 
airway No. 212 from San Antonio, Tex., 
via the intersection of San Antonio 074° 
and College Station, Tex., 202° True 
radials (Round Top Intersection); Col¬ 
lege Station; Lufkin, Tex., Alexandria, 


La., to McComb, Miss. The width of 
this airway would be expanded in grad¬ 
uated steps of 1 mile for every 5 nautical 
miles from 45 nautical miles from San 
Antonio to 80 nautical miles from San 
Antonio thence 18 miles wide to Round 
Top Intersection. VOR Federal airway 
No. 222 is designated in part from San 
Antonio via the intersection of Austin 
Tex., 109° and College Station 202° tru<‘ 
radials (Round Top Intersection); to 
Houston, Tex. 

Victor 212 as proposed herein would 
overlie the segment of Victor 222 be¬ 
tween San Antonio and Round Top In¬ 
tersection. Accordingly, it is proposed 
to increase the width of this segment of 
Victor 222 in the same manner as that 
proposed for Victor 212. 

The designation of Victor 212 as pro¬ 
posed herein would provide a route for 
VOR-equipped aircraft operating be¬ 
tween Lufkin and McComb and would 
reduce the present airway mileage be¬ 
tween San Antonio and Lufkin and per¬ 
mit flights between these terminals to 
bypass the Houston terminal area. The 
increased width of Victors 212 and 222 
as proposed herein would provide ad¬ 
ditional protection for aircraft operat¬ 
ing along these airway segments when 
more than 45 nautical miles from San 
Antonio. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Southwest Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traf¬ 
fic Division, Federal Aviation Agency. 
P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas. 76101 
All communications received within 
forty-five days after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hear¬ 
ing is contemplated at this time, but ar¬ 
rangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, 
Airspace Regulations and Procedures 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency. 
Washington, D.C. Any data, views or 
arguments presented during such con¬ 
ferences must also be submitted in writ¬ 
ing in accordance with this notice in 
order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Federal Aviation Agency, Office of 
the General Counsel: Attention Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW. 
Washington, D.C., 20553. An informal 
docket will also be available for exaim 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 4,1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 
Acting Chief, Airspace Regula¬ 
tions and Procedures Divi¬ 
sion. 

| F.R. Doc. 64-1305; Filed. Feb. 10. 1984 
8:46 ajn.J 
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[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 63-SW-122] 

FEDERAL AIRWAY 
Proposed Alteration 

Notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency (FAA) is consider¬ 
ing an amendment to Part 71 INew] of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations, the 
substance of which is stated below. 

A segment of VOR Federal airway No. 
62 extends from Zimi, N. Mex., via the 
intersection of the Zuni 066° and the 
Santa Fe, N. Mex., 268° True radials to 
the Cactus, N. Mex., Intersection (inter¬ 
section of Albuquerque 329° and Santa 
Fe 268® radials). The FAA's latest IFR 
peak day airway traffic survey shows a 
total of 3 aircraft movements on this seg¬ 
ment of Victor 62. Therefore, it appears 
that the retention of this portion of the 
airway is unjustified as an assignment of 
airspace and the FAA proposes its 
revocation. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Southwest Region, Attn: Chief, Air 
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 
P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas. 
76101. All communications received 
within forty-five days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. No public 
hearing is contemplated at this time, 
but arrangements for informal confer¬ 
ences with Federal Aviation Agency offi¬ 
cials may be made by contacting the Re¬ 
gional Air Traffic Division Chief, or the 
Chief, Airspace Regulations and Pro¬ 
cedures Division, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Washington, D.C. Any data, 
views or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Federal Aviation Agency, Office of 
the General Counsel: Attention Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C., 20553. An informal 
docket will also be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 4,1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 

Acting Chief, Airspace Regula¬ 
tions and Procedures Divi¬ 
sion. 

!PR. Doc. 64-1306: Filed, Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:46 a.m.J 


FEDERAL REGISTER 
[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

| Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-129 J 

FEDERAL AIRWAYS 
Proposed Alteration 

Notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency (FAA) is consider¬ 
ing amendment to Part 71 [New! of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

VOR Federal airway No. 83 is desig¬ 
nated in part from Taos, N. Mex., to Ala¬ 
mosa. Colo., and from Pueblo, Colo., 
to Colorado Springs, Colo. VOR Fed¬ 
eral airway No. 210 is designated in part 
from Alamosa. Colo., via the intersection 
of the Alamosa 075° and the Pueblo 203° 
true radials to Pueblo. 

The FAA is considering the following 
airspace actions: 

1. Extend V-83 airway from Alamosa 
via the intersection of the Alamosa 075* 
and the Pueblo 203° True radials to 
Pueblo. 

2. Redesignate V-210 airway segment 
from Alamosa via the intersection of the 
Alamosa 075° and the Lamar, Colo., 250° 
True radials to Lamar. 

The proposed extension of V-83 from 
Alamosa to Pueblo would replace the 
segment of V-210 presently designated 
between these points. The redesignation 
of V-210 from Alamosa to Lamar would 
provide a new airway segment for air 
traffic operating direct between these 
points. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Western Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 5651 
West Manchester Avenue, P.O. Box 
90007, Airport Station, Los Angeles, 
Calif., 90009. All communications re¬ 
ceived within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by con¬ 
tacting the Regional Air Traffic Division 
Chief, or the Chief, Airspace Regula¬ 
tions and Procedures Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Washington, D.C. Any 
data, views or arguments presented dur¬ 
ing such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with 
tills notice in order to become part of 
the record for consideration. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Federal Aviation Agency, Office of 
the General Counsel: Attention Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Ave. SW., 
Washington, D.C., 20553. An informal 
docket will also be available for exami¬ 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 
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This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 4,1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 
Acting Chief, Airspace Regula¬ 
tions and Procedures Divi- 
sion. 

|F.R. Doc. 64-1307; FUed. Feb. 10, 1964; 
8:46 ajn.J 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

| Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-124| 

FEDERAL AIRWAY 
Proposed Alteration 

Notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency (FAA) is considering 
an amendment to Part 71 [New! of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

VOR Federal airway No. 263 is desig¬ 
nated in part as a common airway seg¬ 
ment with VOR Federal airway No. 169 
between Hugo, Colo., and Thurman, Colo. 
The FAA is considering redesignating 
this segment of V-263 from Hugo direct 
to Kiowa, Colo., at which point it would 
terminate. This airway redesignation 
would provide a route between Hugo and 
Kiowa which would be utilized to bypass 
air traffic in the F^ueblo, Colo., and Colo¬ 
rado Springs, Colo., terminal areas. In 
addition, this airway would be utilized 
by air traffic to avoid the more severe 
weather which frequently prevails along 
the eastern slope of the Rocky Moun¬ 
tains and would provide for a lower min¬ 
imum en route altitude. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Western Region, Attn: Chief, 
Air Traffic Division, Federal Aviation 
Agency, 5651 West Manchester Avenue, 
P.O. Box 90007, Airport Station, Los An¬ 
geles. Calif., 90009. All communications 
received within forty-five days after 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before ac¬ 
tion is taken on the proposed amend¬ 
ment. No public hearing is contem¬ 
plated at this time, but arrangements for 
informal conferences with Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency officials may be made by 
contacting the Regional Air Traffic Di¬ 
vision Chief, or the Chief. Airspace 
Regulations and Procedures Division, 
Federal Aviation Agency. Washington. 
D.C. Any data, views or arguments pre¬ 
sented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Agency, Office of the 
General Counsel: Attention Rules Dock- 
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et, 800 Independence Avenue SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., 20553. An informal docket 
will also be available for examination at 
the office of the Regional Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 4,1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 
Acting Chief, Airspace Regula¬ 
tions and Procedures Divi¬ 
sion. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-1308; Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 
8:46 a.m.) 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

lAirspace Docket No. 63-SW-l ID) 

FEDERAL AIRWAY AND CONTROL 
AREA EXTENSION 

Proposed Alteration 

Notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency is considering amend¬ 
ments to Part 71 [New] of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations, the substance of 
which is stated below. 

VOR Federal airway No. 62 is desig¬ 
nated in part from Lubbock, Tex., via the 
intersection of Lubbock 101° and Abilene, 
Tex., 327° True radials, to Abilene. The 
Abilene control area extension is bound¬ 
ed in part by Victor 62. 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering the alteration of Victor 62 by 
designating it direct from Lubbock to 
Abilene. This would reduce the airway 
mileage between these points by approxi¬ 
mately 9 nautical miles. The direct 
alignment of this airway would traverse 
Reese 3 Intensive Student Jet Training 
Area which has a floor of 12,000 feet 
MSL. Accordingly. IFR traffic operat¬ 
ing along this segment of Victor 62 could 
not utilize altitudes above 11,000 feet 
MSL when Reese 3 Intensive Student Jet 
Training Area is in use. Concurrently 
with the alteration of Victor 62 as pro¬ 
posed herein, it is proposed to alter the 
Abilene control area extension by sub¬ 
stituting a line 5 miles north of and 
parallel to the Lubbock VOR 101° True 
radial and a line 5 miles northeast of 
and parallel to the Abilene VOR 327° 
True radial for Victor 62 in the control 
area description. This would retain the 
present configuration of the Abilene con¬ 
trol area extension. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Southwest Region, Attn: Chief, Air 
Traffic Division. Federal Aviation 
Agency. P.O. Box 1689. Forth Worth, 
Texas, 76101. All communications re¬ 
ceived within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before ac¬ 
tion is taken on the proposed amend¬ 
ment. No public hearing is contemplated 
at this time, but arrangements for in¬ 
formal conferences with Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency officials may be made by 
contacting the Regional Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion Chief, or the Chief, Airspace Regu¬ 
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lations and Procedures Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency. Washington, D.C. Any 
data, views or arguments presented dur¬ 
ing such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Agency, Office of the 
General Counsel: Attention Rules Dock¬ 
et, 800 Independence Avenue SW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., 20553. An informal docket 
will also be available for examination at 
the office of the Regional Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 4, 1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 
Acting Chief, Airspace Regula¬ 
tions and Procedures Divi¬ 
sion. 

[FR. Doc. 64-1309; Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

| Airspace Docket No. 63-CE-119) 

FEDERAL AIRWAY 
Proposed Designation 

Notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency (FAA) is considering 
amendments to Part 71 [New! of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

The Air Transport Association of 
America has submitted a proposal for the 
designation of a VOR airway from South 
Bend, Ind., via Kalamazoo, Michigan, to 
Grand Rapids, Michigan. The FAA has 
modified the proposed alignment from 
Kalamazoo to Grand Rapids via Orange¬ 
ville. Michigan, Intersection to make the 
proposal compatible with Grand Rapids 
terminal area traffic flow. 

These terminals are certified aircarrier 
stops and under Agency Airway Plan¬ 
ning Standard No. 2 dated September 
1960, qualify for a connecting airway. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Central Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 4825 
Troost Avenue, Kansas City, Mo., 64110. 
All communications received within 
forty-five days after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hear¬ 
ing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, 
Airspace Regulations and Procedures, Di¬ 
vision, Federal Aviation Agency, Wash¬ 
ington. D.C., 20553. Any data, views or 
arguments presented during such confer¬ 
ences must also be submitted in writing 
in accordance with this notice in order 


to become part of the record for consid¬ 
eration. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Agency, Office of the 
General Counsel: Attention Rules Dock¬ 
et, 800 Independence Avenue SW 
Washington, D.C., 20553. An informal 
docket will also be available for examina¬ 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348 > 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 4,1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 
Acting Chief, Airspace Regula¬ 
tions and Procedures Divi¬ 
sion. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-1310; Filed, Feb. 10, 1964 
8:47 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

| Airspace Docket No. 63-SW-121 ] 

FEDERAL AIRWAY SEGMENT 
Proposed Revocation 

Notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency (FAA) is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 lNew] of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, the sub¬ 
stance of which is stated below. 

VOR Federal airway No. 76 is desig¬ 
nated in part from San Angelo, Tex., via 
Llano, Tex., to Austin, Tex., with a north 
alternate segment from San Angelo via 
Lometa, Tex., to Austin. The FAA’s lat¬ 
est IFR peak day airway traffic survey 
shows a total of two aircraft movements 
for V-76N between San Angelo and Lo¬ 
meta and no aircraft movements from 
Lometa to Austin. Therefore, it appears 
that the retention of this north alternate 
of V-76 is unjustified as an assignment of 
airspace. Accordingly, the FAA propose- 
its revocation. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director. 
Southwest Region, Attn: Chief, Air 
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Agency. 
P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas, 76101. 
All communications received within 
forty-five days after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hearing 
is contemplated at this time, but arrange¬ 
ments for informal conferences with 
Federal Aviation Agency officials may be 
made by contacting the Regional An- 
Traffic Division Chief, or the Chief, Air¬ 
space Regulations and Procedures Divi¬ 
sion, Federal Aviation Agency, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. Any data, views or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord¬ 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration. The 
proposal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
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Federal Aviation Agency. Office of the 
General Counsel: Attention Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Ave. SW., 
Washington, D.C., 20553. An informal 
docket will also be available for exami¬ 
nation -at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Febru¬ 
ary 4, 1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 
Acting Chief , Airspace Regula¬ 
tions and Procedures Division. 

|FR. Doc. 64—1311; Filed. Feb. 10, 1964: 

8:47 ajn.] 


I 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[ Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-1201 

FEDERAL AIRWAY SEGMENT 
Proposed Revocation 

Notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 [New] of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Regulations, the substance 
of which is stated below. 


VOR Federal airway No. 514 is desig¬ 
nated from Tobe, Colo., via Garden City. 
Kans., to Russell, Kans. The Federal 
Aviation Agency is considering revoking 
the segment of this airway from Tobe to 
Russell. The latest Federal Aviation 
Agency IFR peak day airway traffic sur¬ 
vey for Victor 514 shows no aircraft 
movements between Tobe and Garden 
City and three aircraft movements be¬ 
tween Garden City and Russell. There¬ 
fore. it appears that this segment of 
Victor 514 is unjustified as an assign¬ 
ment of airspace and that it may be 
revoked. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Direc¬ 
tor, Western Region, Attn: Chief. Air 
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation Agen¬ 
cy, 5651 West Manchester Avenue, P.O. 
Box 90007, Aiiport Station, Los Angeles, 
Calif., 90009. All communications re¬ 
ceived within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at 
this time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation Agen¬ 
cy officials may be made by contacting 


the Regional Air Traffic Division Chief, or 
the Chief. Airspace Regulations and 
Procedures Division, Federal Aviation 
Agency. Washington, D.C. Any data, 
views or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this notice 
in order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons 
at the Federal Aviation Agency, Office 
of the General Counsel: Attention Rules 
Docket. 800 Independence Ave. SW.. 
Washington, D.C., 20553. An informal 
docket will also be available for examina¬ 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb¬ 
ruary 4. 1964. 

Daniel E. Barrow, 
Acting Chief , Airspace Regula¬ 
tions and Procedures Divi¬ 
sion. 

I F.Ii. Doc. 64-1312; Filed, Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:47 a.m.] 






Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Coast Guard 

fCGFR 64-1J 

EQUIPMENT, INSTALLATIONS, OR 
MATERIALS 

Approval and Termination of 
Approval Notice 

1. Various Items of lifesaving, fire¬ 
fighting, and miscellaneous equipment, 
installations, and materials used on mer¬ 
chant vessels subject to Coast Guard in¬ 
spection or on certain motorboats and 
other pleasure craft are required by law 
and various regulations in 46 CFR Chap¬ 
ter I to be of types approved by the Com¬ 
mandant, United States Coast Guard. 
The procedures governing the granting 
of approvals, and the cancellation, ter¬ 
mination or withdrawal of approvals are 
set forth in 46 CFR 2.75-1 to 2.75-50, in¬ 
clusive. For certain types of equipment, 
installations, and materials, specific 
specifications have been prescribed by the 
Commandant and are published in 46 
CFR Parts 160 to 164, inclusive (Sub¬ 
chapter Q—Specifications), and detailed 
procedures for obtaining approvals are 
also described therein. 

2. The Commandant’s approval of a 
specific item is intended to provide a 
control over its quality. Therefore, such 
approval applies only to the item con¬ 
structed or installed in accordance with 
the applicable requirements and the de¬ 
tails described in the specific approval. 
If a specific item when manufactured 
does not comply with the details in the 
approval, then such item is not con¬ 
sidered to have the Commandant’s ap¬ 
proval, and the certificate of approval 
issued to the manufacturer does not ap¬ 
ply to such modified item. For example, 
if an item is manufactured with changes 
in design or material not previously ap¬ 
proved, the approval does not apply to 
such modified item. 

3. After a manufacturer has submitted 
satisfactory evidence that a particular 
item complies with the applicable laws 
and regulations, a Certificate of Ap¬ 
proval (Form CGHQ-10030) will be is¬ 
sued to the manufacturer certifying that 
the item specified complies with the ap¬ 
plicable laws and regulations and ap¬ 
proval is given, which will be in effect for 
a period of 5 years from the date given 
unless sooner canceled or suspended by 
proper authority. 

4. The purpose of this document is to 
notify all concerned that certain ap¬ 
provals were granted, or terminated, as 
described in this document, during the 
period from September 27, 1963, to No¬ 
vember 20, 1963 (List Nos. 24-63 and 25- 
63). These actions were taken in ac¬ 
cordance with procedures set forth in 46 
CFR 2.75-1 to 2.75-50, inclusive. 

5. The delegations of authority for 
the Coast Guard’s actions with respect 
to approvals may be found in section 632 
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of Title 14, U.S. Code, and Treasury De¬ 
partment Orders 120 dated July 31, 1950 
(15 F.R. 6521), 167-14 dated November 
26, 1954 (19 FJFt. 8026), 167-15 dated 
January 3, 1955 (20 F.R. 840), 167-20 
dated June 18, 1956 (21 F.R. 4894), 
CGFR 56-28 dated July 24, 1956 (21 F.R. 
5659), or 167-38 dated October 26. 1959 
(24 F.R. 8857), and the statutory author¬ 
ity may be found in R.S. 4405, as 
amended. 4462, as amended, 4488, as 
amended, 4491. as amended, secs. 1, 2, 
49 Stat. 1544, as amended, sec. 17, 54 
Stat. 166, as amended, sec. 3, 54 Stat. 346, 
as amended, sec. 3,70 Stat. 152 (46 U.S.C. 
375, 416. 481, 489, 367. 526p, 1333. 390b), 
sec. 4(e), 67 Stat. 462 (43 U.S.C. 1333(e)), 
or sec. 3(C), 63 Stat. 675 (50 UJS.C. 198). 
and implement ing r egulations in 46 CFR 
Chapter I or 33 CFR Chapter I. 

6. In Part I of this document are listed 
the approvals granted which shall be in 
effect for a period of 5 years from the 
dates granted, unless sooner canceled or 
suspended by proper authority. 

7. In Part II of this document are 
listed the approvals which have been ter¬ 
minated. Notwithstanding this termi¬ 
nation of approvals of the items of equip¬ 
ment as listed in Part n such equipment 
may be used so long as such equipment is 
in good and serviceable condition. 

Part I —Approvals of Equipment, In¬ 
stallations, or Materials 

LIFE PRESERVERS, KAPOK, ADULT AND CHILD 
(JACKET TYPE) MODELS 3 AND 5 

Approval No. 160.002/7/1, Model 5, 
child kapok life preserver, U.S.C.G. 
Specification Subpart 160.002, manufac¬ 
tured by Atlantic-Pacific Manufacturing 
Corp., 124 Atlantic Avenue, Brooklyn 1, 
New York, effective November 4, 1963. 
(It is an extension of Approval No. 
160.002/7/1 dated December 31,1958.) 

Approval No. 160.002/55/1, Model 3, 
adult kapok life preserver, U.S.C.G. 
Specification Subpart 160.002, manufac¬ 
tured by International Cushion Co., 1110 
Northeast Eighth Avenue, Fort Lauder¬ 
dale, Florida, effective November 4, 1963. 
(It is an extension of Approval No. 
160.002/55/1 dated December 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 160.002/56/1, Model 5, 
child kapok life preserver, U.S.C.G. 
Specification Subpart 160.002, manufac¬ 
tured by International Cushion Co., 1110 
Northeast Eighth Avenue, Fort Lauder¬ 
dale, Florida, effective November 4. 1963. 
(It is an extension of Approval No. 
160.002/56/1 dated December 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 160.002/65/1, Model 3, 
adult kapok life preserver, U.S.C.G. 
Specification Subpart 160.002, manufac¬ 
tured by Crawford Manufacturing Co., 
Inc., Third and Decatur Streets, Rich¬ 
mond 12, Virginia, and 12th and Graham 
Streets, Emporia, Kansas, effective No¬ 
vember 4, 1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 160.002/65/1 dated Decem¬ 
ber 31 1958.) 

Approval No. 160.002/70/0, Model 3, 
adult kapok life preserver, UJS.C.G. 


Specification Subpart 160.002, manu¬ 
factured by The Safegard Corp.. Box 
14037, P.O. Annex. Cincinnati, Ohio, ef¬ 
fective November 8,1963. (It supersedes 
Approval No. 160.002/70/0 dated Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1958, to show change in address 
of manufacturer.) 

Approval No. 160.002/71/0, Model 5, 
child kapok life preserver, U.S.CG. 
Specification Subpart 160.002, manu¬ 
factured by The Safegard Corp.. Box 
14037, P.O. Annex. Cincinnati, Ohio, ef¬ 
fective November 8, 1963. (It supersedes 
Approval No. 160.002/71/0 dated Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1958, to show change in address 
of manufacturer.) 

Approval No. 160.002/72/0, Model 3, 
adult kapok life preserver, U.S.C.G. 
Specification Subpart 160.002, manu¬ 
factured by The Peoples Co., 712 Buffing¬ 
ton Street, Huntington, West Virginia, 
effective November 4,1963. (It is an ex¬ 
tension of Approval No. 160.002/72 0 
dated December 31,1958.) 

Approval No. 160.002/73/0, Model 5, 
child kapok life preserver, US.C.G. 
Specification Subpart 160.002, manu¬ 
factured by The Peoples Co., 712 Buffing¬ 
ton Street, Huntington, West Virginia, 
effective November 4, 1963. (It is an ex¬ 
tension of Approval No. 160.002 73 0 
dated December 31,1958.) 

Approval No. 160.002/74/0, Model 3, 
adult kapok life preserver, U.S.C.G. 
Specification Subpart 160.002, manu¬ 
factured by Billy Boy Products. Inc., 
Quincy, Michigan, effective November 4. 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval No. 
160.002/74/0 dated December 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 160.002/75/0, Model 5, 
child kapok life preserver, U.S.C.G. 
Specification Subpart 160.002, manu¬ 
factured by Billy Boy Products, Inc., 
Quincy, Michigan, effective November 4. 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval 
No. 160.002/75/0 dated December 31. 
1958.) 

LIFE PRESERVERS. BALSA WOOD (JACKET 
TYPE) MODELS 42 AND 46 

Approval No. 160.004/15/0, Model 42, 
adult balsa wood life preserver, UB.C.G. 
Specification Subpart 160.004, manu¬ 
factured by The Safegard Corp.. Box 
14037, P.O. Annex, Cincinnati, Ohio, ef¬ 
fective November 8,1963. (It supersedes 
Approval No. 160.004/15/0 dated April 10, 
1962, to show change in address of man¬ 
ufacturer.) 

Approval No. 160.004/16/0, Model 46. 
child balsa wood life preserver, U.S.C.G. 
Specification Subpart 160.004, manu¬ 
factured by The Safegard Corp.. Box 
14037, P.O. Annex, Cincinnati, Ohio, ef¬ 
fective November 8,1963. (It supersedes 
Approval No. 160.004/16/0 dated April 10. 
1962, to show change in address of man¬ 
ufacturer.) 

LIFE FLOATS 

Approval No. 160.027/34/0, 9.0' x 5.08' 
03" diameter body section) rectangular 
hollow aluminum life float, 25 -person 
capacity, dwg. No. 3348 dated May 15. 
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1951, revised September 30, 1953. manu¬ 
factured by Welin Davit and Boat Divi¬ 
sion of Continental Copper & Steel In¬ 
dustries, Inc., Perth Amboy, New Jersey, 
effective October 31, 1963. (It is an ex¬ 
tension of Approval No. 160.027/34/0 
dated December 15.1958.) 

DAVITS 

Approval No. 160.032/141/0, Gravity 
davit, type GD, size 40, approved for a 
maximum working load of 12,000 pounds 
per set (6,000 pounds per arm) using 2- 
part falls, identified by general arrange¬ 
ment dwg. No. G1501-1 dated May 29. 
1953, manufactured by C. C. Galbraith & 
Son. Inc.. 99 Park Place. New York 7, 
New York, effective October 31. 1963. 
ilt is an extension of Approval No. 
160.032/141/0 dated December 15. 1958. > 

LIFEBOATS 

Approval No. 160.035/50/1. 24.0' x 8.63' 
x 3.88' aluminum, motor-propelled (gas¬ 
oline) lifeboat (Class B). 43-person ca¬ 
pacity, identified by construction and ar¬ 
rangement dwg. No. 80188 dated April 1, 
1958, and revised September 4, 1958, 
manufactured by Welin Davit and Boat 
Division of Continental Copper & Steel 
Industries, Inc., Perth Amboy, New Jer¬ 
sey, effective October 31, 1963. (It is an 
extension of Approval No. 160.035/50/1 
dated December 31,1958.) 

Approval No. 160.035/59/2, 28.0' x 
9.79' x 4.13' steel, motor-propelled 
(gasoline) lifeboat without radio cabin 
(Class B), 64-person capacity, identified 
by construction and arrangement dwg. 
No. 2413 dated April 29, 1953, and re¬ 
vised August 14, 1958, manufactured by 
Welin Davit and Boat Division of Con¬ 
tinental Copper & Steel Industries, Inc., 
Perth Amboy, New Jersey, effective Oc¬ 
tober 31,1963. (It is an extension of Ap¬ 
proval No. 160.035/59/2 dated December 
31 1958 ) 

Approval No. 160.035/359/0, 24.0' x 
8.0' x 3.58' steel, hand-propelled life¬ 
boat. 40-person capacity, identified by 
construction and arrangement dwg. No. 
80124 dated October 20, 1956, and re¬ 
vised September 30, 1958, manufactured 
by Welin Davit and Boat Division of Con¬ 
tinental Copper & Steel Industries, Inc., 
Perth Amboy, New Jersey, effective Oc¬ 
tober 31, 1963. (It is an extension of Ap¬ 
proval No. 160.035/359/0 dated Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 160.035/380/0, 24.0' x 
8.0' x 3.58' aluminum, motor-propelled 
'gasoline) lifeboat (Class B), 38-person 
capacity, identified by construction and 
arrangement dwg. No. 80193 dated No¬ 
vember 29, 1957, and revised September 
17. 1958, manufactured by Welin Davit 
and Boat Division of Continental Copper 

6 Steel Industries, Inc., Perth Amboy, 
New Jersey, effective October 31. 1963. 
'It is an extension of Approval No. 160 - 
035 380/0 dated December 31. 1958. > 

^ Approval No. 160.035/436/0, 24.0' x 

7 25' x 3.25' steel, motor-propelled 
'diesel) lifeboat, 30-person capacity, 
identified by construction and arrange¬ 
ment drawing No. 24-14C Rev. A dated 
October 31, 1963, manufactured by 
Marine Safety Equipment Corp., Foot of 
Paynter’s Road, Farmingdale. New Jer¬ 
sey, effective November 15, 1963. 
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BUOYANT VESTS, KAPOK OR FIBROUS GLASS, 
ADULT AND CHILD 

Note: Approved for use on motorboats of 
Classes A. 1. or 2 not carrying passengers for 
hire. 

Approval No. 160.047/312/0, Type I. 
Model AK-1, adult kapok buoyant vest. 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.047, 
manufactured by The Safegard Corp., 
Box 14037, P.O. Annex, Cincinnati, Ohio, 
effective November 8, 1963. (It super¬ 
sedes Approval No. 160.047/312/0 dated 
June 21, 1960, to show change in address 
of manufacturer.) 

Approval No. 160.047/313/0, Type I. 
Model CKM-1, child kapok buoyant vest. 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.047, 
manufactured by The Safegard Corp., 
Box 14037, P.O. Annex, Cincinnati, Ohio, 
effective November 8, 1963. (It super¬ 
sedes Approval No. 160.047/313/0 dated 
June 21, 1960, to show change in address 
of manufacturer.) 

Approval No. 160.047/314/0, Type I. 
Model CKS-1, child kapok buoyant vest, 
U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 160.047, 
manufactured by The Safegard Corp., 
Box 14037. P.O. Annex, Cincinnati, Ohio, 
effective November 8, 1963. (It super¬ 
sedes Approval No. 160.047/314/0 dated 
June 21, 1960, to show change in address 
of manufacturer.) 

BUOYANT CUSHIONS, KAPOK OR FIBROUS 
GLASS 

Note: Approved for use on motorboats of 
Classes A. 1, or 2 not carrying passengers for 
hire. 

Approval No. 160.048/18/0, Group ap¬ 
proval for rectangular and trapezoidal 
kapok buoyant cushions, U.S.C.G. Speci¬ 
fication Subpart 160.048, sizes and 
weights of kapok filling to be as per Table 
160.048-4(c) (1) (1), manufactured by 
The Safegard Corp., Box 14037, P.O. 
Annex. Cincinnati, Ohio, effective No¬ 
vember 8, 1963. (It supersedes Approval 
No. 160.048/18/0 dated September 29. 
1960, to show change In address of manu¬ 
facturer.) 

Approval No. 160.048/36/0, Group ap¬ 
proval for rectangular and trapezoidal 
kapok buoyant cushions, U.S.C.G. Speci¬ 
fication Subpart 160.048, sizes and 
weights of kapok filling to be as per 
Table 160.048-4(c> (1) (1). manufactured 
by The Safegard Corp., Box 14037, P.O. 
Annex, Cincinnati. Ohio, for Sears, Roe¬ 
buck and Co.. 925 South Homan Avenue. 
Chicago 7. Illinois, effective November 8. 
1963. (It supersedes Approval No. 
160.048/36/0 dated December 20. 1960, to 
show change in address of manufac¬ 
turer. ) 

Approval No. 160.048/226/0, Special 
approval for 14" x 17" x 2" rectangu¬ 
lar ribbed-type kapok buoyant cushions, 
21-oz. kapok, dwg. No. 160.048-7(c)-l 
dated July 23, 1963, Rev. 1 dated No¬ 
vember 6, 1963, manufactured by Buddy 
Schoellkopf Products, Inc., 8200 Sover¬ 
eign Row. Dallas 7, Texas, effective No¬ 
vember 7,1963. 

Approval No. 160.048/227/0, Special 
approval for 14'' x 17" x 2" rectangular 
ribbed-type kapok buoyant cushions, 21- 
oz. kapok. Schoellkopf dwg. No. 160.048- 
7(0-1 dated July 23, 1963. Rev. 1 dated 
November 6. 1963, manufactured by 
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Buddy Schoellkopf Products, Inc., 8200 
Sovereign Row, Dallas 7, Texas, for Belk¬ 
nap Hardware & Mfg. Co., Ill East Main 
Street. Louisville 2, Kentucky, effective 
November 7.1963. 

BUOYANT CUSHIONS, UNICELLULAR PLASTIC 
FOAM 

Note: Approved for use on motorboats of 
Classes A. 1. or 2 not carrying passengers for 
hire. 

Approval No. 160.049/6/0, Group ap¬ 
proval for rectangular and trapezoidal 
unicellular plastic foam buoyant cush¬ 
ions. U.S.C.G. Specification Subpart 
160.049, sizes to be as per Table 160.049- 
4(c)(1), manufactured by The Safegard 
Corp.. Box 14037, P.O. Annex. Cincinnati, 
Ohio, effective November 8. 1963. (It 
supersedes Approval No. 160.049/6/0 
dated September 29. 1960, to show 
change In address of manufacturer.) 

Approval No. 160.049/58/0, Special ap¬ 
proval for P/N BSC-10. 15" x 15" x 
4%" (cored) rectangular unicellular 
vinyl-dipped plastic foam buoyant cush¬ 
ion, dwg. No. 5334-X dated November 4, 
1963, manufactured by Car Ion Rubber 
Products Company, One New Haven Ave¬ 
nue, Derby. Connecticut, effective No¬ 
vember 19.1963. 

Approval No. 160.049/59/0, Special 
approval for Model “Bulldog B," 15" x 
15" x 4%" (cored) rectangular unicellu¬ 
lar vinyl-dipped plastic foam buoyant 
cushion. Carlon dwg. No. 5334-X dated 
November 4, 1963, manufactured by Car¬ 
lon Rubber Products Company, One 
New Haven Avenue, Derby. Connecuticut. 
for Bulldog Marine Products, Inc.. 5825 
S. Western Avenue, Chicago 36. Illinois 
(Plant: Griffith, Indiana), effective No¬ 
vember 19,1963. 

BUOYANT VESTS, UNICELLULAR PLASTIC FOAM, 
ADULT AND CHILD 

Note: Approved for use on motorboats of 
Classes A. 1. or 2 not carrying passengers 
for hire. 

Approval No. 160.052/116/1, Type II. 
Model UPA, adult unicellular plastic 
foam buoyant vest, dwg. No. 122061 
(sheets 1 and 2), Rev. 1 dated June 24. 
1963, manufactured by Atlantic-Pacific 
Manufacturing Corp., 124 Atlantic Ave¬ 
nue, Brooklyn 1, New York, effective No¬ 
vember 20.1963. (It supersedes Approval 
No. 160.052/116/0 dated March 27. 1961, 
to show change in construction.) 

Approval No. 160.052/117/1, Type II. 
Model UPM. child medium unicellular 
plastic foam buoyant vest, dwg. No. 
122061 (sheets 1 and 3), Rev. 1 dated 
June 24.1963, manufactured by Atlantic- 
Pacific Manufacturing Corp., 124 Atlan¬ 
tic Avenue. Brooklyn 1, New York, ef¬ 
fective November 20. 1963. (It super¬ 
sedes Approval No. 160.052/117/0 dated 
March 27. J961. to show change in 
construction. > 

Approval No. 160.052/118/0, Type II. 
Model UPS, child small unicellular plas¬ 
tic foam buoyant vest. dwg. No. 122061 
(sheets 1 and 4), Rev. 1 dated June 24, 
1963, manufactured by Atlantic-Pacific 
Manufacturing Corp., 124 Atlantic Ave¬ 
nue, Brooklyn 1. New York, effective 
November 20, 1963. (It supersedes Ap¬ 
proval No. 160.052/118/0 dated March 
27.1961. to show change in construction.) 
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Approval No. 160.052/140/0, Type II, 
Model 390, adult unicellular plastic foam 
buoyant vest. dwg. LP 39012 (sheets 1 to 
4) dated March 3, 1961, and Bill of 
Materials: Model 390, manufactured by 
The Safeguard Corp., Box 14037, P.O. 
Annex, Cincinnati, Ohio, effective No¬ 
vember 8. 1963. (It supersedes Approval 
No. 160.052/140/0 dated September 12, 
1961, to show change in address of manu¬ 
facturer.) 

Approval No. 160.052/141/0, Type n, 
Model 391, child medium unicellular 
plastic foam buoyant vest, dwg. LP 39012 
(sheets 1 to 4) dated March 3, 1961, and 
Bill of Materials: Model 391, manufac¬ 
tured by The Safegard Corp.. Box 14037, 
P.O. Annex. Cincinnati, Ohio, effective 
November 8, 1963. (It supersedes Ap¬ 
proval No. 160.052/141/0 dated Septem¬ 
ber 12, 1961, to show change in address 
of manufacturer.) 

Approval No. 160.052/142/0, Type II. 
Model 392, child small unicellular plastic 
foam buoyant vest, dwg. LP 39012 (sheets 
1 to 4) dated March 3. 1961, and Bill of 
Materials: Model 392, manufactured by 
The Safegard Corp., Box 14037, P.O. 
Annex, Cincinnati, Ohio, effective No¬ 
vember 8.1963. (It supersedes Approval 
No. 160.052/142/0 dated September 12, 
1961. to show change in address of man¬ 
ufacturer.) 

Approval No. 160.052/266/0, Type n. 
Model 75-L, adult unicellular plastic 
foam buoyant vest, dwg. No. 3 and Bill 
of Materials dated July 7. 1963, manu¬ 
factured by Jones & Yandell Division. 
American Tent Company, P.O. Box 270, 
Canton. Mississippi, for Seamac Cor¬ 
poration. 1505 Pere Marquette Building. 
New Orleans 12, Louisiana, effective 
October 30,1963. 

Approval No. 160.052/267/0, Type II, 
Model 75-M, child medium unicellular 
plastic foam buoyant vest, dwg. No. 2 and 
Bill of Materials dated July 7,1963, man¬ 
ufactured by Jones & Yandell Division, 
American Tent Company, P.O. Box 270, 
Canton, Mississippi, for Seamac Cor¬ 
poration, 1505 Pere Marquette Building, 
New Orleans 12. Louisiana, effective 
October 30.1963. 

Approval No. 160.052/268/0, Type n. 
Model 75-S, child small unicellular plas¬ 
tic foam buoyant vest, dwg. No. 1 and Bill 
of Materials dated July 7, 1963, manu¬ 
factured by Jones & Yandell Division, 
American Tent Company, P.O. Box 270, 
Canton, Mississippi, for Seamac Cor¬ 
poration, 1505 Pere Marquette Building, 
New Orleans 12, Louisiana, effective 
October 30.1963. 

Approval No. 160.052/270/0, Type II, 
Model No. 500, adult unicellular plastic 
foam buoyant vest, Iowa Fibre dwg. Nos. 
CP-1 dated March 8, 1961, Rev. 1 dated 
June 24, 1963, and CP-0 dated March 13. 
1961, Rev. 1 dated June 24, 1963, manu¬ 
factured by Iowa Fibre Products, Inc., 
2425 Dean Avenue, Des Moines 17, Iowa, 
for Hawkeye Sporting Goods Co., P.O. 
Box 613, Des Moines, Iowa, effective 
November 7,1963. 

Approval No. 160.052/271/0, Type II, 
Model No. 501, child medium unicellular 
plastic foam buoyant vest, Iowa Fibre 
dwg. Nos. CP-2 dated March 10, 1961, 
Rev. 1 dated June 24, 1963, and CP-0 
dated March 13, 1961, Rev. 1 dated June 
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24, 1963, manufactured by Iowa Fibre 
Products, Inc., 2425 Dean Avenue, Des 
Moines 17, Iowa, for Hawkeye Sporting 
Goods Co., P.O. Box 613, Des Moines, 
Iowa, effective November 7,1963. 

Approval No. 160.052/272/0, Type n, 
Model No. 502, child small unicellular 
plastic foam buoyant vest, Iowa Fibre 
dwg. Nos. CP-0 and CP-3 dated March 

13, 1961. Rev. 1 dated March 24, 1963, 
manufactured by Iowa Fibre Products, 
Inc., 2425 Dean Avenue. Des Moines 17, 
Iow T a, for Hawkeye Spoiling Goods Co., 
P.O. Box 613, Des Moines, Iowa, effective 
November 7,1963. 

FLASHLIGHTS, ELECTRIC, HAND 

Approval No. • 161.008/9/1. Model F- 
9IX. watertight and explosion-proof 
flashlight, Types I and n, size No. 3 (3- 
cell). identified by assembly dwg. No. D- 
1636 dated June 3.1955, manufactured by 
Stewart R. Browne Mfg. Co.. Inc.. 258 
Broadway, New York 7, New York, effec¬ 
tive November 4, 1963. (It supersedes 
Approval No. 161.008/9/0 dated June 14. 
1962.) 

Approval No. 161.008/10/1, Model F- 
8IX. watertight and explosion-proof 
flashlight, Types I and n, size No. 2 (2- 
cell), identified by assembly dwg. No. D- 
1636 dated June 3, 1955, manufactured 
by Stewart R. Browne Mfg. Co., Inc., 258 
Broadway, New York 7, New York, ef¬ 
fective November 4,1963. (It supersedes 
Approval No. 161.008/10/0 dated June 14. 
1962.) 

SAFETY VALVES (POWER BOILERS) 

Approval No. 162.001/193/0, Style 
HNP-MS-25 drum pilot safety valve, 
carbon steel body, maximum pressure of 
600 p.si., maximum temperature 650° F., 
dwg. No. D-40015-2, issued August 14, 
1958, approved for size 1*4". manufac¬ 
tured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co., 
Wrentham, Massachusetts, effective No¬ 
vember 8, 1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 162.001/193/0 dated De¬ 
cember 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/195/0, Style 
HNP-MS-35 drum pilot safety valve, 
carbon steel body, maximum pressure of 
900 p.s.i.. maximum temperature 650° F., 
dwg. No. D-40015-2, Issued August 14, 
1958, approved for size 1*4", manufac¬ 
tured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co., 
Wrentham, Massachusetts, effective No¬ 
vember 8, 1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 162.001/195/0 dated De¬ 
cember 31. 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/196/0, Style 
HNP-MS-26 drum pilot safety valve, 
carbon steel body, maximum pressure of 
600 pa.i., maximum temperature 750° 
F., dwg. No. D-40015-2, issued August 

14, 1958, approved for size l*/i", manu¬ 
factured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co., 
Wrentham, Massachusetts, effective 
November 8, 1963. (It is an extension 
of Approval No. 162.001/196/0 dated 
December 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/197/0, Style 
HNP-MS-36-6 drum pilot safety valve, 
carbon steel body, maximum pressure of 
850 pjsi., maximum temperature 750* 
F., dwg. No. D-40015-2, issued August 
14, 1958, approved for size manu¬ 

factured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co., 
Wrentham, Massachusetts, effective 


November 8,1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 162.001/197/0 dated 
December 31,1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/198/0. Style 
HNP-MS-36 drum pilot safety valve, 
carbon steel body, maximum pressure of 
900 p-sJ., maximum temperature 750 
F., dw’g. No. D-40015-2, issued August 14, 
1958, approved for size 1*4", manufac¬ 
tured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co., 
Wrentham. Massachusetts, effective 
November 8,1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 162.001/198/0 dated De¬ 
cember 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/199/0. Style 
HNP-MS-27 drum pilot safety valve, 
alloy steel body, maximum pressure of 
600 p.s.i., maximum temperature 900 
F., dwg. No. D-40015-2, issued August 14 
1958, approved for size 1 y 2 ", manufac¬ 
tured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co., 
Wrentham, Massachusetts, effective No¬ 
vember 8. 1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 162.001/199/0 dated De¬ 
cember 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/200/0, Style 
HNP-MS-37-6 drum pilot safety valve, 
alloy steel body, maximum pressure of 
700 p.s.i.. maximum temperature 900 
F., dwg. No. D-40015-2, issued August 14, 
1958, approved for size 1 manufac¬ 
tured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co., 
Wrentham, Massachusetts, effective No¬ 
vember 8, 1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 162.001/200/0 dated Dc- 
* cember 31,1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/201/0, Style 
HNP-MS-37 drum pilot safety valve, al¬ 
loy steel body, maximum pressure of 900 
p.s.i., maximum temperature 900 F., 

dwg. No. D-40015-2, issued August 14. 
1958, approved for size 1&". manu¬ 
factured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co. 
Wrentham, Massachusetts, effective No¬ 
vember 8, 1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 162.001/201/0 dated De¬ 
cember 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/202/0, Style 
HNP-MS-28 drum pilot safety valve, al¬ 
loy steel body, maximum pressure of 
535 p.s.i., maximum temperature 1,000 
F., dwg. No. D-40015-2, issued August 
14, 1958, approved for size 1&'\ manu¬ 
factured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co.. 
Wrentham, Massachusetts, effective No¬ 
vember 8, 1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 160.001/202/0 dated De¬ 
cember 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/203/0, Style 
HNP-MS-38-6 drum pilot safety valve, 
alloy steel body, maximum pressure of 
535 p.s.i., maximum temperature 1.000° 
F., dwg. No. D-40015-2, Issued August 
14, 1958, approved for size 1*4", manu¬ 
factured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co.. 
Wrentham, Massachusetts, effective No¬ 
vember 8, 1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 162.001/203/0 dated De¬ 
cember 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/204/0, Style 
HNP-MS-38 drum pilot safety valve, al¬ 
loy steel body, maximum pressure of 900 
p.s.i. t maximum temperature 1.000° F., 
dwg. No. D-40015-2. issued August 14. 
1958, approved for size 1&", manu¬ 
factured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co.. 
Wrentham. Massachusetts, effective No¬ 
vember 8, 1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 162.001/204/0 dated De¬ 
cember 31,1958.) 
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Approval No. 162.001/205/0. Style 
HNB-MS-25 drum pilot actuated safety 
valve, carbon steel body, maximum pres¬ 
sure of 600 p.si., maximum temperature 
650° F., dwg. No. D-39897-2, issued Au¬ 
gust 14. 1958, approved for sizes 1%'\ 
2 ". 2*4", and 3", manufactured by 
Crosby Valve and Gage Co.. Wrentham. 
Massachusetts, effective November 8 . 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval No. 
162.001/205/0 dated December 31. 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/206/0. Style 
HNB-MS-35-6 drum pilot actuated safe¬ 
ty valve, carbon steel body, maximum 
pressure of 900 p.s.i., maximum tempera¬ 
ture 650° F.. dwg. No. D-39897-2, issued 
August 14, 1958, approved for sizes 1 *4". 
2". 2V 2 ", and 3", manufactured by 
Crosby Valve and Gage Co., Wrentham, 
Massachusetts, effective November 8 , 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval No. 
162.001/206/0 dated December 31. 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/207/0, Style 
HNB-MS-35 drum pilot actuated safety 
valve, carbon steel body, maximum pres¬ 
sure of 900 p.si., maximum temperature 
650 F., dwg. No. D-39897-2. issued Au¬ 
gust 14, 1958, approved for sizes 1 * 2 ". 
2 ". 2}4'\ and 3", manufactured by 
Crosby Valve and Gage Co.. Wrentham. 
Massachusetts, effective November 8 . 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval No. 
162.001/207/0 dated December 31. 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/208/0. Style 
HNB-MS-26 drum pilot actuated safety 
valve, carbon steel body, maximum pres¬ 
sure of 600 p.s.i., maximum temperature 
750 F., dwg. No. D-39897-2. issued Au¬ 
gust 14. 1958, approved for sizes 1*4". 
2'\ 2*4", and 3", manufactured by 
Crosby Valve and Gage Co., Wrentham. 
Massachusetts, effective November 8 . 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval No. 
162.001/208/0 dated December 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/209/0, Style 
HNB-MS-36— 6 drum pilot actuated 
safety valve, carbon steel body, maxi¬ 
mum pressure of 850 p.s.i., maximum 
temperature 750° F.. dwg. No. D-39897-2, 
issued August 14, 1958, approved for 
sizes 1&'\ 2", 2*4", and 3", manufac¬ 
tured by Crosby Valve and Gage Co.. 
Wrentham, Massachusetts, effective No¬ 
vember 8 , 1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 162.001/209/0 dated De¬ 
cember 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/210/0, Style 
ITNB-MS-36 drum pilot actuated safety 
valve, carbon steel body, maximum pres¬ 
sure of 900 p.s.i., maximum temperature 
750° F., dwg. No. D-39897-2, issued Au¬ 
gust 14, 1958. approved for sizes 1&". 
2", 2*4", and 3", manufactured by Cros¬ 
by Valve and Gage Co., Wrentham. Mas¬ 
sachusetts. effective November 8 . 1963. 
'It is an extension of Approval No. 162.- 
001/210/0 dated December 31, 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/211/0, Style 
HNB-MS-27 drum pilot actuated safety 
valve, alloy steel body, maximum pres¬ 
sure of 600 p.s.i., maximum temperature 
900’ F., dwg. No. D-39897-2, issued Au¬ 
gust 14, 1958, approved for sizes 1*4". 
2 '. and 2*4". and 3", manufactured by 
Crosby Valve and Gage Co.. Wrentham, 
Massachusetts, effective November 8 , 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval 
No. 162.001/211/0 dated December 31, 
1958.) 


Approval No. 162.001/212/0, Style 
HNB-MS-37-6 drum pilot actuated 
safety valve, alloy steel body, maximum 
pressure of 700 p.s.i., maximum tempera¬ 
ture 900° F., dwg. No. D-39897-2, issued 
August 14, 1958, approved for sizes 1*4". 
2", 2 V 2 '\ and 3”, manufactured by 

Crosby Valve and Gage Co., Wrentham. 
Massachusetts, effective November 8 , 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval No. 
162.001/212/0 dated December 31. 1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/213/0. Style 
HNB-MS-37 drum pilot actuated safety 
valve, alloy steel body, maximum pres¬ 
sure of 900 p.s.i., maximum temperature 
900° F.. dwg. No. D-39897-2. issued Au¬ 
gust 14. 1958, approved for sizes 1*4". 
2", 2 * 2 ", and 3", manufactured by 

Crosby Valve and Gage Co.. Wrentham. 
Massachusetts, effective November 8 . 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval 
No. 162.001/213/0 dated December 31. 
1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/214/0, Style 
HNB-MS-28 drum pilot actuated safety 
valve, alloy steel body, maximum pres¬ 
sure of 535 p.s.i., maximum temperature 
1,000° F., dwg. No. D-39897-2, issued Au¬ 
gust 14. 1958. approved for sizes 1*4", 
2". 2*4", and 3", manufactured by 

Crosby Valve and Gage Co., Wrentham. 
Massachusetts, effective November 8 . 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval 
No. 162.001/214/0 dated December 31. 
1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/215/0, Style 
HNB-MS-38-6 drum pilot actuated 
safety valve, alloy steel body, maximum 
pressure of 535 p.s.i., maxium tempera¬ 
ture 1,000° F.. dwg. No. D-39897-2, issued 
August 14, 1958, approved for sizes 1*4", 
2". 2 * 2 ". and 3", manufactured by 

Crosby Valve and Gage Co., Wrentham. 
Massachusetts, effective November 8 . 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval 
No. 162.001/215/0 dated December 31, 
1958.) 

Approval No. 162.001/216/0, Style 
HNB-MS-38 drum pilot actuated safety 
valve, alloy steel body, maximum pres¬ 
sure of 900 p.s.i., maximum temperature 
1.000° F., dwg. No. D-39897-2, issued Au¬ 
gust 14, 1958, approved for sizes 1*4". 
2", 2*4", and 3", manufactured by 

Crosby Valve and Gage Co., Wrentham, 
Massachusetts, effective November 8 , 
1963. (It is an extension of Approval 
No. 162.001/216/0 dated December 31, 
1958.) 

FLAME ARRESTERS, BACKFIRE (FOR 
CARBURETORS) 

Approval No. 162.015/89/0, Bendix 
Model No. B-175-24 backfire flame ar¬ 
rester for carburetors, for carburetor 
throat opening 2.628". Flame arrester 
must be clamped to carburetor throat, 
manufactured by The Bendix Corpora¬ 
tion. Zenith Carburetor Division. 696 Hart 
Avenue. Detroit 14, Michigan, effective 
November 20. 1963. Similar to approved 
Models B-175-22, B-175-23, B-175-26. 
but with throat flange clamped in lieu 
of center securing bolt. Materials un¬ 
changed. No new tests performed. 

Approval No. 162.015/90/0, Bendix 
Model No. B175-25 backfire flame ar¬ 
rester for carburetors, for carburetor 


throat opening 2.315", Flame arrester 
must be clamped to carburetor throat, 
manufactured by The Bendix Corpora¬ 
tion. Zenith Carburetor Division, 696 
Hart Avenue, Detroit 14, Michigan, effec¬ 
tive November 20, 1963. Similar to ap¬ 
proved Models B-175-22, B-175-23, B- 
175-26, but with throat flange clamped 
in lieu of center securing bolt. Materials 
unchanged. No new tests performed. 

DECK COVERINGS 

Approval No. 164.006/50/0. “O'Neill’s 
Insulating Underlayment,’’ perlite aggre¬ 
gate oxychloride cement deck covering, 
identical to that described in E. H. O'Neill 
Floors Co. letter dated October 29. 1963. 
approved for use without other insulat¬ 
ing material as meeting Class A-60 re¬ 
quirements in a 1 -inch thickness, manu¬ 
factured by E. H. O'Neill Floors Co., 2525 
South 50th Avenue, Chicago 50, Illinois, 
effective October 31. 1963. 

BULKHEAD PANELS 

Approval No. 164.00 8/3 1/0. 
“MARINWAL-A” hollow steel, asbestos 
board core, bulkhead panel meeting Class 
B-15 requirements in a 2*4" thickness 
with two V 4 " asbestos millboard inserts, 
as described in National Bureau of 
Standards Test Report No. TG10230- 
16:FP3227 and identified by dwg. No. 
J-042, revision 1 dated August 20, 1952, 
manufactured by Martin-Parry Marine 
Corp.. 415 Madison Avenue. New York 
17. New York, effective October 31, 1963. 
(It is an extension of Approval No. 
164.008/31/0 dated December 15. 1958.) 

INCOMBUSTIBLE MATERIALS 

Approval No. 164.009/53/0. “Fiberglas 
AT-410, AT-415, and AT-420” fibrous 
insulation type incombustible material 
similar to that described in National Bu¬ 
reau of Standards Test Report No. TG- 
10210-2031 :FP3465 dated August 15, 
1958, approved in a density of &, %, and 
1 -pound per cubic foot respectively for 
the Fiberglas AT-410, AT-415, and AT- 
420, manufactured by Owens-Corning 
Fiberglas Corp.. Toledo 1, Ohio, effective 
October 30. 1963. (It is an extension of 
Approval No. 164.009/53/0 dated Decem¬ 
ber 31,1958.) 

Approval No. 164.009/76/0, “Pabco 
‘Precision Molded’ Caltemp” asbestos- 
hydrous calcium silicate type, indentical 
to that described in Fibreboard Paper 
Products Corp. letter dated October 15, 
1963, approved in densities of 11.5 to 12.5 
pounds per cubic foot, Plant: Industrial 
Products Division, Emeryville, California, 
manufactured by Fibreboard Paper Prod¬ 
ucts Corp.,' P.O. Box 4331, Oakland 23, 
California, effective October 30,1963. 

Approval No. 164.009/77/0, ’‘Pabco 
‘Precision Molded’ Super Caltemp” as¬ 
bestos-hydrous calcium silicate type, 
identical to that described in Fibreboard 
Paper Products Corp. letter dated Oc¬ 
tober 15,1963, approved in densities from 
11.5 to 12.5 pounds per cubic foot, Plant: 
Industrial Products Division, Emeryville, 
California, manufactured by Fibreboard 
Paper Products Corp., P.O. Box 4331, 
Oakland 23, California, effective October 
30.1963. 


No. 29-5 
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NOTICES 


Part n—T erminations of Approval of 
Equipment, Installations or Materials 

WATER, EMERGENCY DRINKING (IN HER¬ 
METICALLY SEALED CONTAINERS) 

Termination of Approval No. 160.026/ 
31/0, Container for emergency drinking 
water, dwg. No. R-0620-T and specifica¬ 
tion dated July 2, 1958, manufactured by 
Pennsylvania Processors, Inc., 26 North 
Sixth Street. Lewisburg. Pennsylvania, 
effective September 27, 1963. (Approval 
No. 160.026/31/0 terminated because 
manufacturer is no longer in business.) 

DAVITS 

Termination of Approval No. 160.032/ 
129/1, Gravity davit, type 30-70, ap¬ 
proved for a maximum working load of 
20,500 pounds per set (10,250 pounds per 
arm) using 2-part falls, identified by 
general arrangement dwg. No. DG-301-1, 
revision C dated August 15, 1952, former 
location: Point Pleasant Beach, New 
Jersey: manufactured by Marine Safety 
Equipment Corp., Foot of Pay n ter’s 
Road, Farmingdale. New Jersey, effective 
September 27, 1963. (Expiration and 
termination of Approval No. 160.032/ 
129/1 dated September 27.1958. Item no 
longer manufactured.) 

Dated: January 30, 1964. 

[seal] E. J. Roland, 

Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard , 
Commandant . 

[F.R. Doc. 64-1340; Piled, Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:49 am.| 


Office of the Secretary 

| AA 643.3-C1 

WELDED STANDARD STEEL PIPE FROM 
WEST GERMANY 

Fair Value Determination 

February 3. 1964. 

A complaint w T as received that welded 
standard steel pipe from West Germany 
was being sold in the United States at 
less than fair value within the meaning 
of the Antidumping Act of 1921. 

I hereby determine that this case be 
closed on the basis of no sales at less than 
fair value within the meaning of section 
201(a) of the Antidumping Act, 1921, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 160(a)). 

Statement of reasons. The investiga¬ 
tion in this case covered the period spec¬ 
ified in a complaint received by the 
Treasury Department. The results of 
this investigation, considered in the light 
of the Antidumping Act, 1921, and the 
regulations thereunder, do not afford a 
basis for determining sales at less than 
fair value. The complainant has also 
indicated that under existing circum¬ 
stances it desires to withdraw its com¬ 
plaint. 

This determination and the statement 
of reasons therefor are published pur¬ 
suant to section 201(c) of the Antidump¬ 
ing Act, 1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 
160(0). 

f seal] James A. Reed, 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

|F.R. Doc. 64-1342; Piled, Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:50 a.m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF AKRICI1LTURE 

Office of the Secretary 

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY AND 
ASSIGNMENT OF FUNCTIONS 

Pursuant to the authority contained in 
R.S. 161 (5 U.S.C. 22) and Reorganiza¬ 
tion Plan No. 2 of 1953, the Secretary’s 
Order dated December 24, 1953 (19 FJt. 
74), as amended, is further amended as 
follows: 

Section 800 is amended by adding 
thereto the following subsection: 

f. Designation of marketing adminis¬ 
trators and committees administering 
marketing agreement and order pro¬ 
grams. 

Subsection (a)(3) of section 801 is 
deleted. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this Febru¬ 
ary 5, 1964. 

Orville L. Freeman, 

Secretary . 

(PR. Doc. 64-1329; Piled. Peb. 10, 1964; 

8:48 a.m. | 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 

February 3,1964. 

The Department of the Army has filed 
an application. Serial Number Montana 
063302(SD) for the withdrawal of the 
lands described below, from all forms of 
appropriation, except from the mining 
and mineral leasing laws. The appli¬ 
cant desires the land for use in connec¬ 
tion with the construction, operation, 
and maintenance of the Fort Randall 
Dam and Lake Francis Case Project. 
South Dakota. 

For a period of thirty days from the 
date of publication of this notice, all 
persons who wish to submit comments, 
suggestions, or objections in connection 
with the proposed withdrawal may pre¬ 
sent their views in writing to the under¬ 
signed officer of the Bureau of Land 
Management, Department of the In¬ 
terior, 1245 North 29th Street. Billings, 
Montana, 59101. 

The authorized officer of the Bureau 
of Land Management will undertake 
such investigations as are necessary to 
determine the existing and potential de¬ 
mand for the lands and their resources. 
He will also undertake negotiations with 
the applicant agency with the view of 
adjusting the application to reduce the 
area to the minimum essential to meet 
the applicant's needs, to provide for the 
maximum concurrent utilization of the 
lands for purposes other than the appli¬ 
cant’s, to eliminate lands needed for pur¬ 
poses more essential than the appli¬ 
cant’s, and to reach agreement on the 
concurrent management of the lands and 
their resources. 

He will also prepare a report for con¬ 
sideration by the Secretary of the In¬ 


terior who will determine whether or not 
the lands will be withdrawn as requested 
by the Department of the Army. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice 
will be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced 
The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Fifth Principal Meridian, South Dakota 

T. 104 N.. R. 72 W.. 

Sec. 26, Lot 1. 

The area described totals 0.70 acre 

R. Paul Rigtrup, 
Manager , Land Office. 

[P.R. Doc. 64-1318; Piled, Peb. 10. 1964 
8:48 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

I Docket No. 13777; Order E-20454 ] 

TRAFFIC CONFERENCE OF INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL AIR TRANSPORT ASSOCIA¬ 
TION 

Order Relating to Specific Commodity 
Rates 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D C., 
on the 6th day of February 1964. 

Agreement adopted by Traffic Confer¬ 
ence 1 of the International Air Trans¬ 
port Association relating to specific com¬ 
modity rates, Docket No. 13777, Agree¬ 
ment C.A.B. 17280, R-52, R-53 and R-54. 

There has been filed with the Board, 
pursuant to section 412(a) of the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) and 
Part 261 of the Board's Economic Reg¬ 
ulations, an agreement between various 
air carriers, foreign air carriers, and 
other carriers, embodied in the resolu¬ 
tions of Traffic Conference 1 of the Inter¬ 
national Air Transport Association 
(LATA), and adopted pursuant to the 
provisions of Resolution 590 (Commodity 
Rates Board). 

The agreement, adopted pursuant to 
unprotested notices to the carriers and 
promulgated in IATA memoranda, 
names additional rates as set forth 
below: 


Agree¬ 

ment 

C.A.B. 

17280 

IATA Mem¬ 
orandum 

Com¬ 

modity 

Item 

Hole* 

R-52..... 

TCl/Rates 

1807. 

4401 

35 cents perkil-* 
grain; minimum 
weight. 45 kilo¬ 
grams; Panama 
City to .Miami. 

R-53 ... 

TCl/Ratcs 

\m. 

4121 

35 cents per kilo¬ 
gram; minimum 
weight, 45 kilo¬ 
grams; between 
Miami and 
Panama City. 

R 54_ 

TCl/Ratcs 

1805. 

4120 

Do. 


The Board, acting pursuant to sections 
102, 204(a), and 412 of the Act, does not 
find the subject agreement to be adverse 
to the public interest or in violation oi 
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Tuesday , February 11, 1964 

the Act: Provided , That approval thereof 
is conditioned as hereinafter ordered. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, That Agree¬ 
ment C.A.B. 17280, R-52, Rr-53, and R-54. 
be and hereby is approved, provided that 
such approval shall not constitute ap¬ 
proval of the specific commodity de¬ 
scriptions contained therein for pur¬ 
poses of tariff publication. 

Any air carrier party to the agreement, 
or any interested person, may. within 15 
days from the date of service of this or¬ 
der, submit statements in writing con¬ 
taining reasons deemed appropriate, to¬ 
gether with supporting data, in support 
of or in opposition to the Board’s action 
herein. An original and nineteen copies 
of the statements should be filed with 
the Board’s Docket Section. The Board 
may, upon consideration of any such 
statements filed, modify or rescind its 
action herein by subsequent order. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

(seal! HaroldR. Sanderson. 

Secretary . 

IFJfc, Doc. 64-1337; Filed. Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:49 a.m.l 


l Docket No. 14945; Order E-204551 

JOINT TRAFFIC CONFERENCE OF IN¬ 
TERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 

ASSOCIATION 

Order Relating to Cargo Rates 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 6th day of February 1964. 

In the matter of agreements adopted 
by Joint Traffic Conference 1-2 of the 
International Ah* * Transport Association 
relating to cargo rates; Docket No. 14945, 
Agreement C.A.B. 17479. 1 

There has been filed with the Board 
pursuant to section 412a of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act) and Part 
261 of the Board’s Economic Regulations; 
an agreement between various air car- 
riel's, foreign air carriers and other 
carriers, embodied in the resolutions of 
Joint Traffic Conference 1-2 of the 
International Air Transport Association 
• IATA) adopted at meetings held in Dec¬ 
ember 1963. The agreement has been 
assigned the above-designated C.A.B. 
agreement number. 

By Order E-20339 the Board approved 
transatlantic cargo rate resolutions, 
adopted at the Miami meetings, marked 
for early effectiveness. With the ex¬ 
ception of Resolution 045c, 507. and 512b, 
tills order covers the balance of the cargo 
rate resolutions adopted at Miami. 
Other than specific commodity rate res¬ 
olutions, the agreement revalidates with 
a limited number of amendments cur¬ 
rently effective resolutions for a one-year 


1 C.A.B. 17479, R-8, R-9 (Resolution 002. 
Standard Revalidation Resolution excluding 
that portion concerning resolution 507), R- 

*0. R-ll, and R-14 through R-21. 


period of effectiveness through March 31, 
1965. 

Insofar as specific commodity rates are 
concerned, the agreement names addi¬ 
tional rates and amends rates under 
existing descriptions; cancels certain 
items and rates; amends descriptions; 
and names rates under commodity de¬ 
scriptions not now in effect, including 
clams, oysters, scallops, cheese, fur 
scraps, perfume, and toilet water. Equal 
specific commodity rates have been es¬ 
tablished in both directions on many 
items where previously only westbound 
rates applied. Many additional com¬ 
modities, through inclusion in broadened 
commodity groups, will be afforded sub¬ 
stantially reduced rates; these Include: 
chemicals, blankets, carpets, textile arti¬ 
cles. electrical appliances designed for 
other that household use, imitation 
jewelry, and plastic ornamental articles. 
High volume developmental rates for 
many commodity groups have been can¬ 
celed while for those remaining the rates 


Accordingly , it is ordered , That 

1. Jurisdiction over that portion of 
Agreement C.A.B. 17479 set forth in 
finding paragraph 1 above is disclaimed. 

2. Action on that portion of Agree¬ 
ment C.A.B. 17479 set forth in finding 
paragraph 2 above is deferred with a 
view toward eventual approval. The 
approval of C.A.B. 17479, R-8 through 
R-ll, and R-14 through R-20, which 
revalidates and/or amends and adopts 
various resolutions shall be subject to 
the same conditions as previously im¬ 
posed by the Board. 

Any air carrier party to the agreement, 
or any interested person, may within 
10 days from the date of service of this 
order submit statements in writing, con¬ 
taining reasons deemed appropriate to¬ 
gether with supporting data, in support 
of or in opposition to the Board’s pro¬ 
posed approval. An original and nine¬ 
teen copies of the statements should be 
filed with the Board’s Docket Section. 
If no protest is received within 10 days 
from the date of service of this order 
or, if, in the Board’s judgment, such 
protests as are received do not require 
reconsideration of its position, the 
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have been slightly reduced. In addition, 
rates have been reduced from 30 to 45 
percent on auto parts, adding machines, 
typewriters, cash registers, electrical ap¬ 
pliances, machines, and household goods. 

The Board, acting pursuant to sections 
102, 204(a), 412, and 414 of the Act, 
makes the following findings: 

1. The Board finds that, on the basis 
of all facts presently known, the follow¬ 
ing resolutions contained in Agreement 
C.A.B. 17479 do not affect air transpor¬ 
tation within the meaning of the Act: 


C.A.B. No. 

IATA No. 

Title 

R-21. 

JTt2(31)590n-..- 

SlK'ciflc Commodity 
Rates South At¬ 
lantic— Re valid a- 
t ion and Amend¬ 
ing. 


2. The Board does not find the fol¬ 
lowing resolutions contained in Agree¬ 
ment C.A.B. 17479 to be adverse to the 
public interest or in violation of the Act: 


Board will, by subsequent order, make 
final the action proposed herein. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

I seal 1 Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary . 

(F.R. Doc. 64-1338; Filed. Feb. 10, 1964; 
8:49 a.m.J 


[Docket No. 5713 etc.] 

PIEDMONT CASE; NORFOLK-NORTH 
PROPOSALS 

Notice of Postponement of Prehearing 
Conference 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that the prehear¬ 
ing conference in the above-entitled 
proceeding now assigned to be held on 
February 11, 1964, is hereby postponed 
to February 18, 1964, to be held at 10 
a.m., e.s.t., in Room 1027, Universal 
Building, Connecticut and Florida Ave- 


C.A.B. No. 

IATA No. 

R-8 

JTI2{31)001c. 

R-9. 

JT12(31)002. 

R 10 

JT12(31)0Q3. 

R-ll 

JTl2(31)014b. 

R-14 

JT12(31)521. 

R-15 . 

JT 12(31)654a.-. 

R-1G . _ 

JT12(3i)554b. 

R-17 _ 

JTl2(31)554c. 

R-18 . ... 

JT 12(31)500. 

R-19 

JT12(31)5901c. 

R-20 

JT12(31)590m. 




TiUc 


Special Effectiveness. 

Standard Itovalidation Insofar as it relutes to the following resolu¬ 
tions: 

045 —Charters. 

501 —Minimum Charges. 

502 —Low Density Cargo. 

503 — Charges in Kelntiuu to Value. 

508 —Charges for Stalls. 

filla—Live Animals Other Than Monkeys and Primates, 

512c—Charges for Preparation of Air Waybill. 

570 —Quantity Discount. 

59ti —Newspapers and Periodicals. 

Standard Remission. 

Construction Rule for Cargo Rates—Revalidating and Amending. 
Use of Containers and Pallets—Amending. 

North Atlantic General Cargo Rales. 

Mid-Atlantic Gonoral Cargo Rates. 

South Atlantic General Cargo Rates. 

Commodity Kates Hoard Atlantic—Revalidating ami Amending. 
Speciflo Commodity Rates—North Atlantic Revalidating and 
Amending. 

Specific Commodity Rates—Mid-Atlantic Revalidating and 
Amending. 
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NOTICES 


nues NW., Washington, D.C., before the 
undersigned Examiner. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 
5.1964. 

[seal] Walter W. Bryan, 

Hearing Examiner. 

|F.R Doc. 64-1339: Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:49 a.m.| 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

l Docket No. 163161 

MICHAEL J. MARSHALL 
Order To Show Cause 

In the matter of Michael J. Marshall, 
Rochester, New York, Docket No. 15316; 
order to show cause why there should not 
be revoked the license for Radio Station 
20Q4153 in the Citizens Radio Service. 

The Commission, by the Chief, Safety 
and Special Radio Services Bureau, un¬ 
der delegated authority, having under 
consideration the matter of certain al¬ 
leged violations of the Commission’s 
rules i$ connection with the operation of 
the captioned station; 

It appearing, That, on or about De¬ 
cember 6, 1961. December 22, 1962, June 
4, 1963, and November 9, 1963, the li¬ 
censee used Citizens radio station 20Q- 
4153 for the transmission of communi¬ 
cations to units of other Citizens radio 
stations other than when necessary for 
the exchange of substantive messages 
related to the business or personal ac¬ 
tivities of the individuals concerned, in 
violation of § 95.81(a) (formerly § 19.61 
(a)) of the Commission’s rules; and 

It further appearing. That, on or about 
December 6, 1961, December 22. 1962, 
June 4. 1963, and November 9, 1963. the 
communications between Citizens radio 
station 20Q4153 and other Citizens radio 
stations were not restricted to five con¬ 
secutive minutes, in violation of § 95.81 
(f) (formerly 5 19.61(f)) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules; and 

It further appearing. That, on or about 
December 6, 1961, December 22, 1962, 
June 4, 1963, and November 9, 1963, the 
licensee failed to observe a silent period 
of two minutes following the communi¬ 
cations between Citizens radio station 
20Q4153 and other Citizens radio sta¬ 
tions, in violation of § 95.81(f) (formerly 
5 19.61(f)) of the Commission’s rules; 
and 

It further appearing, That, on or about 
December 6, 1961. December 22, 1962, 
and November 9,1963, the licensee failed 
to identify the transmissions from Citi¬ 
zens radio station 20Q4153 by the call 
sign assigned to such station at the be¬ 
ginning and termination of each com¬ 
munication, in violation of § 95.87 (for¬ 
merly § 19.62) of the Commission’s rules; 
and 

It further appearing, That, in view 
of the foregoing, the licensee has re¬ 
peatedly violated §§95.81 (a), (f) and 
95.87 of the Commission’s rules; and 

It further appearing. That the viola¬ 
tions of 55 95.81(a) and 95.87 of the 


Commission’s rules occurring on Novem¬ 
ber 9, 1963, and the related facts, create 
apparent liability by the respondent to 
monetary forfeitures totalling $200 un¬ 
der section 510 of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, and § 1.80 of 
the Commission’s rules, and also sub¬ 
ject the license of the above-captioned 
station to revocation under the provi¬ 
sions of section 312 of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended; but fur¬ 
ther proceedings in this docket should be 
limited to action looking toward a deter¬ 
mination as to whether an order of rev¬ 
ocation should be issued: 

It is ordered , This 6th day of February 
1964, pursuant to section 312 (a) (4) and 
(c) of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended, and 5 0.331(b)(8) of the 
Commission’s rules, that the licensee 
show cause why the license for the 
above-captioned radio station should not 
be revoked and appear and give evi¬ 
dence in respect thereto at a hearing to 
be held at a time and place to be specified 
by subsequent order: 

And it is further ordered » That the 
Secretary send a copy of this Order by 
Certified Mail—Return Receipt Re¬ 
quested—Air Mail to the licensee at his 
last known address of 180 Turpin Street, 
Rochester, New York. 

Released: February 6, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

I seal ! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 64-1346: Filed, Feb. 10, 1964: 
8:50 a.m.J 


| Docket No. 15247; FCC 64M-1041 

FRANKLIN BROADCASTING CO. 

ET AL. 

Memorandum of Ruling Continuing 
Hearing 

In re application of Franklin Broad¬ 
casting Company (Transferor), William 
F. Johns, Sr., and William F. Johns, Jr. 
(Transferees), Docket No. 15247, File No. 
BTC-4303; for transfer of control of 
WLOD, Inc., licensee of Station WLOD, 
Pompano Beach, Florida. 

This will formalize oral ruling made 
on the record of this proceeding at a 
prehearing conference held on February 
4, 1964, continuing date of hearing from 
February 24, 1964, to April 6, 1964. 

So ordered, this 5th day of February 
1964. 

Released: February 5,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 64-1343: Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 
8:50 axil.j 


[Docket Nos. 15111, 15112; FCC 64M-941 

HOLSTON BROADCASTING CORP. 
AND C. M. TAYLOR 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Holston Broad¬ 
casting Corporation, Elizabethton, Ten¬ 


nessee, Docket No. 15111, File No. BP- 
15012; C. M. Taylor, Blountville. Tennes¬ 
see, Docket No. 15112, File No. BP-15115; 
for construction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a petition for extension of 
time filed on January 27, 1964 by Holston 
Broadcasting Corporation; 

It appearing. That a schedule has here¬ 
tofore been established at a prehearing 
conference whereby the parties were to 
specify any witnesses desired for cross- 
examination on the date of February 10 
and that the hearing was to commence 
on February 17, 1964; and 

It further appearing, That due to the 
press of other business and to schedule 
conflicts on the part of other counsel it 
is now desirable to change these dates 
as follows: Notification of witnesses— 
March 10; Commencement of hearing— 
March 16, 1964; and 
It further appearing. That all counsel 
have concurred in the foregoing request: 

It is ordered , This 30th day of Janu¬ 
ary 1964, that the comencement of 
healing is continued from February 17 
to March 16. 1964. 

Released: January 31, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

I seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 64-1344; Filed. Feb. 10. 1064 
8:60 ajn.J 


[Docket Nos. 14411,14412; FCC 64M-102] 

LA FIESTA BROADCASTING CO. AND 
MID-CITIES BROADCASTING CORP 

Order Scheduling Prehearing 
Conference 

In re applications of J. R. Earnest and 
John A. Flache, d/b as La Fiesta Broad¬ 
casting Company. Lubbock. Texas, Doc¬ 
ket No. 14411. File No. BP-14116; Mid- 
Cities Broadcasting Corporation. Lub¬ 
bock, Texas, Docket No. 14412, File No. 
BP-15073; for construction permits. 

It is ordered . This 5th day of February 
1964. with the consent of all interested 
parties, that Charles J. Frederick, in lieu 
of Herbert Sharfman, shall serve as pre¬ 
siding officer in the remand proceedm 
ordered herein by the Commission’s Re¬ 
view Board (FCC 63R-550; Mimeo. No. 
44826), and, in accordance with the 
Board’s direction, he shall prepare and 
issue a Supplemental Initial Decision en¬ 
compassing “findings and conclusions on 
all aspects of the issues” based upon the 
entire record of the hearing proceeding 
heretofore held and upon the record of 
the remand proceeding. And, it is 
further ordered. That a prehearing con¬ 
ference herein will be convened in the 
Offices of the Commission, Washington. 
D.C., on February 14,1964, at 9:00 a.m. 

Released: February 5, 1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

(seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

IF.R. Doc. 64-1346; Filed, Feb. 10. 1904: 
8:60 a.m.] 









Tuesday , February 11, 1964 

l Docket No. 14841; FCC 64M-95] 

VERNE M. MILLER 

Memorandum of Rulings and 
Procedural Statement 

In re application of Verne M. Miller. 
Crystal Bay. Nevada. Docket No. 14841, 
File No. BP-14706; for construction per¬ 
mit. 

This document will serve to publicize 
certain rulings made by the Hearing Ex¬ 
aminer at the Second Further Prehear¬ 
ing Conference held on January 27.1964, 
as well as to apprise all parties of the 
other procedural matters mentioned 
below. 

At the further prehearing conference 
of January 27th, the Hearing Examiner 
granted an oral motion of counsel for the 
applicant that the exchange date for 
applicant's proposed exhibits be ex¬ 
tended, nunc pro tunc, from January 6 
to January 13, 1964. 

The Hearing Examiner ordered, with 
consent of the parties present, that a 
further prehearing conference be con¬ 
vened at the offices of the Commission in 
Washington, D.C., on February 26. 1964 
(at 2:00 p.m.). Discussion at the Janu¬ 
ary 27th prehearing conference indicated 
that consideration would be given to 
holding at an early date an informal 
engineering conference among the 
parties in Washington, D.C., at a time 
and place to be arranged by counsel for 
the applicant and with notification 
thereof given to other parties by him. 

Since there is some likelihood that the 
applicant’s engineer will prepare addi¬ 
tional data requested by other parties 
and exchange further exhibits for sub¬ 
mission at the hearing, the Examiner 
indicated at the January 27th conference 
that the indefinite extension of the date 
for exchange of rebuttal exhibits and 
other procedural dates, ordered in the 
'Order for Second Prehearing Confer¬ 
ence” (FCC 64M-74), released January 
23. 1964, will remain in effect at least 
until some date to be determined at, or 
subsequent to. the next prehearing con¬ 
ference on February 26, 1964. In the 
meantime, the Examiner will not rule 
on the KSUE letter request of January 
20,1964, that the rebuttal exchange date 
be extended to some time in May. How¬ 
ever. KSUE and other respondent parties 
are hereby advised that they are not re¬ 
quired to exchange rebuttal exhibits un¬ 
til a date to be fixed when the Examiner 
rules on the KSUE extension request. 

As announced at the recent prehearing 
conference, the letters written to the 
Hearing Examiner by the respondent li¬ 
censee of Station KSUE under dates of 
January 7, January 20 and January 23, 
1964, have been turned over to the Com¬ 
mission’s docket section for filing in the 
official docket (No. 14841) in this pro¬ 
ceeding. 

It should be noted also that subsequent 
to the further prehearing conference on 
January 27th, the Hearing Examiner re¬ 
ceived from Mr. James E. McKahan, 
owner of respondent Station KSUE. the 
original and copies of a proposed KSUE 
exhibit. As a courtesy to the sender, 
some copies of the exhibit have been 
turned over to counsel for the other par¬ 
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ties, with the remaining copies being 
held in the Examiner’s custody until such 
time as KSUE calls for them. However, 
Mr. McKahan is hereby admonished that, 
in the future, copies of all other KSUE 
proposed exhibits are to be served by him 
directly on other parties, and that he 
will be expected to comply strictly with 
the Commission’s procedural require¬ 
ments with regard to the filing and serv¬ 
ice of pleadings and other procedural 
matters. Moreover, it is emphasized 
that the Hearing Examiner should not 
be expected to perform the functions of 
counsel on behalf of a respondent party. 
In this connection, KSUE is hereby in¬ 
formed that no evidence was introduced 
at the January 27th prehearing confer¬ 
ence, and that it will be necessary for 
tliis party to offer its proposed rebuttal 
exhibits in evidence, subject to objection 
by other parties, when the evidentiary 
hearing is held on the date to be set at. 
or after the February 26,1964 conference. 

In accordance with the aforementioned 
rulings; It is ordered , This 31st day of 
January 1964 that: 

(a) The date for exchange of appli¬ 
cant's exhibits is extended, nunc pro 
tunc, from January 6 to January 13, 
1964; and 

(b) A further prehearing conference 
of all parties, or their counsel, will be 
held in the offices of the Commission at 
Washington, D.C., on February 26, 1964, 
at 2:00 p.m. 

Released: January 31,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

(seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-1347; Filed. Feb. 10. 1964; 
8:51 iun.] 


[Docket Nos. 15212, 15213; FCC 64R-501 

TVUE ASSOCIATES, INC., AND UNITED 
ARTISTS BROADCASTING, INC. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Amending Issues 

In re applications of TVue Associates, 
Inc., Houston, Texas, Docket No. 15212, 
File No. BPCT-3161; United Artists 
Broadcasting, Inc., Houston, Texas, 
Docket No. 15213, File No. BPCT-3166; 
for construction permits for new tele¬ 
vision broadcast stations. 

1. By order, FCC 63-1022, released 
November 5,1963, the Commission desig¬ 
nated the instant applications for com¬ 
parative hearing. United Artists re¬ 
quests* the addition of the following 
issue: “To determine whether TVue As¬ 
sociates, Inc., in view of its proposals as 
to staff and operating expenses is quali¬ 
fied to operate its station in the manner 
proposed by its application.” 

2. The issue requested is, in effect, a 
request for an issue as to the adequacy 


1 The Review Board has before It for con¬ 
sideration the following timely filed plead¬ 
ings : Motion to enlarge issues, filed November 
26. 1963 by United Artists Broadcasting. Inc.; 
Opposition, filed Dec. 20, 1963 by TVue As¬ 
sociates, Inc.; Broadcast Bureau's Opposition, 
filed Dec. 20, 1963; and Reply by petitioner, 
filed Jan. 10, 1964. 
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of staffing coupled with an issue as to 
the sufficiency of funds. The designation 
order, supra, contains a provision em¬ 
powering the Hearing Examiner to add 
a sufficiency of funds issue. In Sands 
Broadcasting Corp., FCC 61-1162, 22 RR 
161 (1961)’ the Commission held under 
similar circumstances that the sufficiency 
of funds portion of such a requested is¬ 
sue would be denied as being directed to 
the wrong forum, while the staffing por¬ 
tion was granted. We will likewise deny 
the sufficiency of funds portion of the 
instant requested issue. In so doing it 
is noted that this action will not preclude 
petitioner from addressing a request for 
such an issue, alone, to the Hearing 
Examiner. 

3. TVue’s application indicates that it 
will telecast 71 hours per week and that 
44 percent of its programing will be live. 
To effectuate such operation the appli¬ 
cation lists the following staff: 

General Manager—Charles F. Macy. 

Program Director—to be selected. 

•Program-Research Assistant—to be se¬ 
lected. 

2 Announcers—MC’s—to be selected. 

•Religious Program Consultant—Elmer C. 

Gardner. 

•Women's Activities Consultant—Audrey 
Jones Beck. 

•Community Affairs Consultant—Ray O. 
Beach, Jr. 

Traffic-Copy Girl—to be selected. 

Salesman—to be selected. 

3 Engineers—to be selected. 

•Asterisks Indicate proposed part-time po¬ 
sitions. Such additional part-time help as 
is needed will be hired • • • 

4. Petitioner contends that the nine 
full-time employees plus an unspecified 
number of part-time employees would 
be inadequate to operate the proposed 
television station for 71 hours per week 
where 44 percent of the programing will 
be live. Petitioner alleges that only one 
presently operating station in the coun¬ 
try has televised as high a percentage 
of local live programing as that proposed 
by TVue. This is Station KCOP-TV, 
Los Angeles, with 47.8 percent local live 
programing and, at its latest renewal, in 
1962, the staff of such station was shown 
to have a total of 117 employees. Peti¬ 
tioner. noting that the proposed part- 
time consultants are also stockholders of 
the applicant, cites Community Telecast¬ 
ing Corp., FCC 62-523, 24 RR 1 (1962), 
for the holding that stockholder-consul¬ 
tants without prior broadcast experience 
(and TVue’s application does not indi¬ 
cate that the above proposed consultants 
have such experience) cannot be con¬ 
sidered as contributing to the operating 
efficiency of the station. Petitioner also 
cites KWEN Broadcasting Company, 
FCC 62-654. 23 RR 900 (1962), and Boot- 
heel Broadcasting Company. FCC 62R- 
45, 24 RR 292 (1962), in support of its 
contention that the Commission, under 
similar circumstances involving pro¬ 
posals with substantial percentages of 
live programing, has added an adequacy 
of staff issue. 

5. In its opposition TVue contends that 
the nine full-time employees as aided 


* Petitioner citea Birney Imes, Jr., 17 RR 
419 (1959) as authority for use of the specific 
Issue requested. The Sands case, supra, la 
a later case. 
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by consultants and an unspecified num¬ 
ber of part-time help will be adequate to 
effectuate its proposed programing. 
TVue points out that while three first 
class engineers are proposed only one or 
more is required to be on duty at one 
time since the studio and transmitter 
site will be at the same location. This 
will permit one of the engineers to op¬ 
erate the master control and another 
to act as cameraman during live pro¬ 
grams or to assume other duties. How¬ 
ever, if necessary, TVue would hire part- 
time technical assistants. 3 TVue further 
contends that, because of its proposal 
to telecast fifty second segments broken 
by ten seconds of commercials each 
minute of most of each broadcast day, 
it will be “a simple matter for two an¬ 
nouncer-master of ceremonies to per¬ 
form all of the on-camera duties.” This 
will require each to be on-camera alone 
a total of no more than three hours of 
each of the six days per broadcast week 
in addition to the times when both are 
required to be on-camera together. 
Thus, both announcers can, because of 
TVue’s plan to alternate seven minutes 
of live programing with eight minutes 
of recorded programing, prepare for 
the live segments during the recorded 
portions. The program preparation will 
also be handled by the general manager, 
the traffic-copy girl, the program di¬ 
rector, the part-time research assistant 
and the stockholder consultants. TVue 
maintains that its plan for automating 
the recorded portions of its programing 
plus much of the accounting and statis¬ 
tical reporting functions will obviate the 
need for a separate projectionist, for 
someone to perform switching opera¬ 
tions, and for the programing director 
to oversee this aspect, since the card 
punching and other tasks incident to the 
automatic telecasting can be handled 
primarily by the traffic-copy girl. No 
mention is made of how (barring sick¬ 
ness of personnel), office duties, paper 
work, preparation and coordination of 
the automated procedures,* * and recep¬ 
tion of guests for the live portions will 
be arranged, how such guests will be 
obtained, or the extent to which the 
salesman will be available for these 
duties in addition to soliciting advertis¬ 
ing copy for portions of the approxi¬ 
mately 3,100 commercial spot announce¬ 
ments per week. No indication is fur¬ 
ther given of the source of the copy for 
the two editorials to be broadcast each 
of the 71 hours per week, nor how they 
will be prepared. 

6. In sum, under ordinary circum¬ 
stances nine full-time television em¬ 
ployees, even as supplemented by an 
unspecified number of part-time help, 3 
would, in view of the hours proposed, 


3 TVue adds that it can also, if necessary, 
hire experienced cameramen at an hourly 
rate from a local photographic laboratory. 

* Attachment 1 to the opposition of TVue, 
a letter from an IBM executive to TVue. in¬ 
dicates that more than one person full-time 
may be needed to operate “the IBM equip¬ 
ment in configuration.” 

* See KWEN Broadcasting Co.. FCC 62-654, 
23 HR 900. where the issue was added, 
although the application provided that the 


raise a question as to the adequacy of 
the proposed staff to effectuate TVue’s 
programing. However, a case cannot 
be decided alone on the basis of number 
of employees and hours of telecasting. 
In this instance it appears that the ad¬ 
vantages of automation, although of the 
most advanced type, may to some ex¬ 
tent be offset by the interrupted form 
of broadcasting proposed and the large 
percentage of anticipated live program¬ 
ing, however commendable. In view of 
the fact that, apart from the general 
manager, adequate information has not 
been submitted as to full-time personnel, 
and because of the novelty and complex¬ 
ity of the proposed programing, calling 
for varied and sometimes unrelated 
functions by the employees within brief 
and limited periods of time, we cannot 
determine on the basis alone of the pres¬ 
entation made in TVue’s application 
(and in its opposition to the instant 
motion) whether its stafiSng will in fact 
be adequate to effectuate its plan under 
the circumstances set forth therein.* In 
addition, applicant gives no indication 
that its proposed unique and complex 
operation has been tested as a coor¬ 
dinated system by any of the methods 
available for testing automated systems, 
such as development of a model. We 
feel that additional inquiry is called for 
to afford TVue an opportunity for more 
extensive presentation of evidence under 
the conditions of an evidentiary hear¬ 
ing before a final determination on this 
question can be arrived at with any rea¬ 
sonable degree of certitude. 

Accordingly , it is ordered, This 3d day 
of February 1964, that the motion to 
enlarge issues, filed November 26, 1963, 
by United Artists Broadcasting, Inc. is 
granted to the extent indicated herein 
and in all other respects denied: And 
it is further ordered , That the following 
issue be added to the designated issues: 
“To determine whether TVue Associates, 
Inc., in view of its proposal as to staff, 
is qualified to operate its station in the 
manner proposed in its application.” 

Released: February 5,1964. 

Federal Communications 

Commission, 

l seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 64-1348; Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:51 a.m.| 


full-time employees would be “augmented by 
part-time employees as needed.” because of 
“the limited full-time staff which Is proposed, 
together with the uncertainty as to the 
extent to which part-time employees will 
be used." 

‘-The Broadcast Bureau In opposing the 
motion contends that the underlying premise 
of petitioner's motion is that the specialized 
type of programing TVue proposes wUl re¬ 
quire more staff-time than conventional pro¬ 
graming. While the Bureau would deny the 
request for failure to advance material facts 
tending to show that this is a correct con¬ 
clusion. and while TVue asserts on the 
contrary that such programing will reduce 
personnel requirements, we cannot conclude, 
because of lack of information concerning 
the practice, what the effect of its imple¬ 
mentation might entail as to personnel 
requirements. 


(Docket Noe. 15204-15207; FCC 64R-55] 

WHDH, INC. (WHDH-TV) ET AL. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Amending Issues 

In re applications of WHDH, Inc. 
(WHDH-TV), Boston, Massachusetts, 
Docket No. 15204, File No. BRCT-530, 
for renewal of license; Charles River 
Civic Television, Inc., Boston, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Docket No. 15205, File No 
BPCT-3164; Boston Broadcasters, Inc., 
Boston, Massachusetts, Docket No. 
15206. File No. BPCT-3170; Greater 
Boston TV Co., Inc., Boston, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Docket No. 15207, File No. 
BPCT-3171; for construction permits for 
new VHF television broadcast stations. 

1. Before the Review Board for con¬ 
sideration is a petition to enlarge issues, 
filed by Charles River Civic Television, 
Inc. (Charles). 1 * The petition requests 
that two issues be added as to Greater 
Boston TV Co., Inc. (Greater Boston): 
one to determine what steps Greater 
Boston has taken to discover the pro¬ 
graming needs of the Boston community, 
and the other to determine the avail¬ 
ability of Greater Boston’s site. 

2. Charles alleges that Greater Boston s 
programing proposal is virtually identi¬ 
cal to the present programing of existing 
Station WHDH-TV. and that this 
demonstrates that Greater Boston has 
taken no steps to determine Boston's 
programing needs. The Broadcast Bu¬ 
reau opposes Charles’ request, asserting 
that evidence as to proposed programin?: 
is encompassed within the standard 
comparative issue, and therefore a “dis¬ 
qualifying” programing issue is not 
needed. In addition, the Bureau asserts 
that long residence and civic participa¬ 
tion can be a method of gaining knowl¬ 
edge of a community’s needs, and that 
Greater Boston has this factor in its 
favor. Finally, the Bureau contends 
that the fact that Greater Boston’s pro¬ 
posed programing is similar to that of an 
existing licensee does not show a lack of 
awareness of Boston’s needs where, as 
here, the proposal is not patterned after 
the programing used in a different com¬ 
munity. See Community Service Broad¬ 
casters, Inc., FCC 62-15, 22 RR 814 
(1962). 

3. Greater Boston has not shown that 
it has independently ascertained Boston's 
programing needs or made an independ¬ 
ent evaluation of the type of programin? 
which would best fulfill those needs. 
While the arguments that the Bureau 
puts forward concerning residence, etc., 
are relevant to the problems before us, 
the conflicting inferences which may be 
drawn from the factual allegations made 
by the parties can fairly be resolved only 
on the basis of an evidentiary record. In 
addition, Greater Boston has filed no 
responsive pleading in answer to Charles' 
assertions. Therefore, an issue as to 
Greater Boston’s proposed programing 
will be added. 


1 The pleadings before the Board are: peti¬ 
tion to enlarge Issues, filed Nov. 18, 1963, by 

Charles; Broadcast Bureau's comments, filed 
Dec. 9. 1963; and reply, filed December 19. 

1963. by Charles. 
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4. Charles* second allegation as to 
Greater Boston concerns the latter’s pro¬ 
posed antenna site. Greater Boston pro¬ 
poses to use WHDH-TV's present site. 
Charles alleges that Greater Boston does 
not have the necessary reasonable assur¬ 
ance that the site will be available. 
Greater Boston has merely made an offer 
to WHDH, Inc. for the existing site. 
WHDH, Inc. has not responded to this 
offer, and Charles contends that these 
facts do not show a reasonable assurance 
that the site will be available. The 
Broadcast Bureau opposes Charles* re¬ 
quest, stating that no new facts are al¬ 
leged to show that the site is not avail¬ 
able, and that “it is reasonable to assume 
that an existing site would be available 
to a successor licensee.*’ L. B. Wilson, 
Incorporated, FCC 63R-58, 24 RR 1018 

< 1963 ). is cited for the latter proposition. 
However, the Wilson case is quite differ¬ 
ent from this one. In that case, the ap¬ 
plicant had obtained the permission of 
the existing licensee to specify its site in 
the application. In this case, the licensee 

< WHDH, Inc.) has said nothing. Fur¬ 
ther, In the Wilson case the applicant 
proposed an alternative site in the same 
antenna farm. Here, Greater Boston 
proposes only the one site. Under these 
circumstances, and in view of the fact 
that Greater Boston has filed no respon¬ 
sive pleading indicating any arrange¬ 
ment it might have with WHDH, Inc., an 
issue will be added to determine whether 
Greater Boston has reasonable assurance 
of being able to secure its proposed an¬ 
tenna site. 

Accordingly , it is ordered , This 3d day 
of February 1964, that the petition to en¬ 
large issues, filed November 18, 1963, by 
Charles River Civic Television, Inc. is 
granted; and the issues in this proceed¬ 
ing are enlarged by the addition of the 
following issues: 

To determine what efforts have been 
made by Greater Boston TV Co., Inc. to 
ascertain the programing needs and 
interests of the area its application pro¬ 
poses to serve and the manner in which 
it proposes to meet such needs and inter¬ 
ests. 

To determine whether Greater Boston 
TV Co., Inc. has reasonable assurance of 
being able to secure its proposed antenna 

site. 

Released: February 5,1964. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

(seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 64-1349; Filed. Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:51 a.zn.] 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 24 SF-2981J 

BLUE HAVEN POOLS 

Order Vacating Temporary 
Suspension Order 

February 5, 1964. 

Blue Haven Pools (issuer). 11933 Vose 
Street, North Hollywood, California, and 


Norman Udkoff, Harold Udkoff, Leon 
Zisfain and Jack A. Berg, as selling stock¬ 
holders, filed, on November 1, 1961, with 
the San Francisco Regional Office a noti¬ 
fication on Form 1-A, an offering circu¬ 
lar relating to an offering of 35,000 
shares, on behalf of issuer, and 20,000 
shares, on behalf of the selling stock¬ 
holders, of issuer’s $1.00 par value com¬ 
mon capital stock at $4.00 per share, 
for an aggregate offering price of $220.- 
000, for the purpose of obtaining an ex¬ 
emption from the registration require¬ 
ments of the Securities Act of 1933, as 
amended, pursuant to the provisions of 
section 3(b) thereof and Regulation A 
promulgated thereunder. Pacific Coast 
Securities Company, a California corpo¬ 
ration, was named as underwriter. 

On September 18, 1963, the Commis¬ 
sion issued an order temporarily sus¬ 
pending issuer’s Regulation A exemption, 
stating that it had reason to believe that 
issuer had filed a false report of sales on 
Form 2-A and had not filed a revised 
offering circular required by Rule 256(e) 
of Regulation A. At the request of is¬ 
suer, a hearing was held on this matter 
on November 13, 1963. 

On January 10, 1964, the issuer filed 
an Offer of Settlement, pursuant to 
Rule 8 of the Commission’s rules of 
practice, in which the issuer offers to 
file an amended report of sales on Form 
2-A correcting certain inaccurate in¬ 
formation contained in the original re¬ 
port dated April 30, 1962. Additionally, 
the issuer has repurchased certain of its 
common stock to insure that said stock 
will not be offered in violation of the 
Commission’s rules. On the basis of this 
action the issuer requests that the Com¬ 
mission vacate the temporary suspen¬ 
sion order. 

The Division of Corporation Finance 
and the San Francisco Regional Office 
have recommended that the issuer’s Of¬ 
fer of Settlement be accepted. 

Therefore, having considered issuer’s 
Offer of Settlement and the record in 
these proceedings and it appearing that 
it is not in the public interest that the 
temporary suspension of Blue Haven 
Pools’ Regulation A exemption be made 
permanent. 

It is ordered , Pursuant to Rule 261(b) 
of the general rules and regulations un¬ 
der the Securities Act of 1933, as amend¬ 
ed, that the temporary order of suspen¬ 
sion, entered in these proceedings on 
September 18, 1963, be and it hereby is 
vacated. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

(FJR. Doc. 64-1336: Filed. Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:49 a.m.| 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[Declaration of Disaster Area 452 J 

ALABAMA 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of January 1964, be¬ 


cause of the effects of certain disasters, 
damage resulted to residences and busi¬ 
ness property located in Shelby County 
in the State of Alabama; 

Whereas, the Small Business Admin¬ 
istration has investigated and has re¬ 
ceived other reports of investigations of 
conditions in the area affected; 

Whereas, after reading and evaluating 
reports of such conditions. I find that the 
conditions in such area constitute a 
catastrophe within the purview of the 
Small Business Act, as amended. 

Now, therefore, as Executive Adminis¬ 
trator of the Small Business Administra¬ 
tion, I hereby determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans un¬ 
der the provisions of section 7(b)(1) of 
the Small Business Act, as amended, may 
be received and considered by the Offices 
below indicated from persons or firms 
whose property, situated in the aforesaid 
County and areas adjacent thereto, suf¬ 
fered damage or destruction resulting 
from tornado and accompanying condi¬ 
tions occurring on or about January 24, 
1964. 

Offices 

Small Business Administration Regional 
Office, 90 FairUe Street NW., Atlanta 3. 
Georgia. 

Small Business Administration Regional 
Office, 90 Falrile Street NW., Atlanta 3, 
Alabama. 

2. Applications for disaster loans un¬ 
der the authority of this Declaration will 
not be accepted subsequent to July 31, 
1964. 

Dated: January 28,1964. 

Ross D. Davis, 
Executive Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 64-1321; Filed, Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:48 a.m.J 


INTERAGENCY TEXTILE 
ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE 

CERTAIN COTTON TEXTILES AND 
COTTON TEXTILE PRODUCTS 
UNDER THE LONG-TERM AR¬ 
RANGEMENT REGARDING INTER¬ 
NATIONAL TRADE IN COTTON TEX¬ 
TILES 

Announcement of ITAC Actions and 
Restraint Levels 

February 4, 1964. 

The purpose of this notice is to an¬ 
nounce certain actions taken by the 
United States Government in further¬ 
ance of the objectives of. and under the 
terms of, the Long-Term Arrangement 
Regarding International Trade in Cotton 
Textiles, done at Geneva on February 9, 
1962. 

Renewal of restraint actions. On Jan¬ 
uary 27, 1964, the Interagency Textile 
Administrative Committee announced 
that, under Article 3 and Annex B of 
the Long-Term Arrangement, the United 
States had renewed restraints with re¬ 
spect to exports from Yugoslavia in Cate¬ 
gories 9, 22, 26, 48 and 49 effective Jan¬ 
uary 3, 1964, for a further twelve-month 
period. 
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New actions. On January 27, 1964, the 
Interagency Textile Administrative Com¬ 
mittee announced that, under Article 3 
of the Long-Term Arrangement, dis¬ 
cussions were continuing with the gov¬ 
ernments of several countries concern¬ 
ing the restraint of certain exports of 
cotton textiles and cotton textile prod¬ 
ucts which are causing or threatening to 
cause disruption in the United States 
market as follows: 


Country: Category 

Argentina - 1 

Brazil_ 9 

Mexico_ 22 

Pakistan _ 22 

Philippines.— <‘) 

Trinidad and Tobago-26 and 61 


i 39, 46, 52. 69 and 63 (T.S.U.S.A. Nos. 380.- 
0363 and 382.0377 only). 

James S. Love, Jr., 
Chairman , Interagency Textile 
Administrative Committee, 
and Deputy to the Secretary 
of Commerce for Textile Pro¬ 
grams. 

(P.R. Doc. 64-1334; Filed. Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:49 a.m.) 


TARIFF COMMISSION 

[ AA1921-34] 

PEAT MOSS FROM CANADA 
Notice of Postponement of Hearing 

Notice is hereby given by the United 
States Tariff Commission that the hear¬ 
ing ordered to be held on February 25, 
1964, in connection with the investigation 
instituted under section 201(a) of the 
Antidumping Act. 1921, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 160(a)), with respect to Peat Moss 
from Canada, is postponed until 10 a.m. 
on March 16,1964. 

Issued: February 6, 1964. 

By order of the Commission. 

TsEALl Donn N. Bent, 

Secretary. 

[F.R, Doc. 64-1335; Filed, Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:49 am.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice No. 939] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

February 6,1964. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations pre¬ 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 179), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested per¬ 
son may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 


order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by pe¬ 
titioners must be specified in their peti¬ 
tions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 66473. By order of Febru¬ 
ary 4, 1964, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Benny DeFazio, Jr., 1028 
Springbrook Avenue. Moosic, Pa., of per¬ 
mit in No. MC 118570, issued January 13, 
1960, to Andrew E. Funk, doing business 
as Carryall, 1010 Elmira Street, White 
Haven. Pa., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of: Cinders, screenings, and slag, 
from points in Foster and Hazle Town¬ 
ships (Luzerne County), Pa., to Lynd- 
hurst and East Orange, N.J. 

No. MC-FC 66500. By order of Febru¬ 
ary 4, 1964, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Charles R. Walker, Salem, 
Mo., of the operating rights issued by the 
Commission April 8, 1941, under Certifi¬ 
cate in No. MC 95510. to K. J. Sellers, 
Salem, Mo., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion, over irregular routes, of livestock 
and live poultry, from Hobson, Mo., and 
points within 10 miles of Hobson, to East 
St. Louis, Ill., and fertilizer and feeds, 
from East St. Louis to the above-specified 
origin points. Dorman L. Steelman, 
Elmer Building, Salem, Mo., 65560, at¬ 
torney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 66506. By order of Febru¬ 
ary 4. 1964, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer of Inco Express, Inc., Seattle, 
Wash., of the operating rights in Certifi¬ 
cate in No. MC 119639 (Sub-No. 1) issued 
by the Commission November 7, 1961, to 
Victor Di Pietro, doing business as 
Incoronata Express, Seattle, Wash., au¬ 
thorizing the transportation, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, of shakes, shingles, and trim, 
from points in Grays Harbor, Lewis, 
Clallam, Snohomish, and Skagit Coun¬ 
ties. Wash., to points in California, 
Arizona, and Nevada, George R. LaBis- 
soniere, 333 Central Building, Seattle 4, 
Wash., attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 66515. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 4, 1964, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Robert John 
Pierce, doing business as Pierce Van 
Lines. 800 Franklin Street, Trenton, N.J., 
of the operating rights in Certificate in 
No. MC 29018, issued by the Commission 
June 12, 1959, to Joseph P. Pierce, doing 
business as Pierce Van Lines, 800 Frank¬ 
lin Street, Trenton, N.J., authorizing the 
transportation, over irregular routes, of 
household goods, between Trenton, N.J., 
and points in New Jersey and Pennsyl¬ 
vania within 10 miles of Trenton, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Connecticut. Delaware, Maryland, Mas¬ 
sachusetts, New Jersey, New York, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Rhode Island, Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia. 

No. MC-FC 66571. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 4. 1964, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Ed Wellestat, Inc., 
Chicago. HI., of the operating rights in 
Certificates in Nos. MC 102327 and MC 
102327 (Sub No. 2), issued by the Com¬ 
mission April 19. 1954, and November 22, 
1954, respectively, to E. Ford Baggerly, 
Herman E. Ridley and Charles E. Nolan, 
a partnership, doing business as Wilhelm 
Van Service, Benton, Ill., authorizing 
the transportation, over irregular routes, 
of race horses, show horses, and polo 
ponies, and in the same vehicle there¬ 


with, stable supplies and equipment used 
in their care and exhibition, and the 
personal effects of their attendants, 
trainers and exhibitors, between Chi¬ 
cago, HI., and Omaha, Nebr., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Denver, Colo., 
and points within 15 miles thereof, and 
points in Kansas and Oklahoma; and be¬ 
tween points in Oklahoma, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Ar¬ 
kansas and Louisiana, and of livestock, 
other than ordinary livestock, personal 
effects of their attendants, and supplies 
and equipment used in the care and or 
exhibition of such animals, between 
points in Alabama, Arkansas, Conner ti- 
cut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisi¬ 
ana, Maine, Maryland, Massachu.sf its. 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, New Hampshire. New 
Jersey, New York, North Dakota. Ohio. 
Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennes¬ 
see, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia. Wisconsin, and the District of 
Columbia. Mack Stephenson. 922 First 
National Bank Building. Springfield. Ill., 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 66587. By order of Feb¬ 
ruary 4, 1964, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Roger Sitterly and 
Son, Inc., Greenfield, Mass., of the Cer¬ 
tificate in No. MC 109460 (Sub-No. 1), is¬ 
sued December 17. 1948, to Roger R 
Sitterly, Greenfield. Mass., authorizing 
the transportation of: Forest products, 
between Greenfield, Mass., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Che¬ 
shire County, N.H. and Windson Coun¬ 
ty, Vt.; and household goods, between 
points as specified in Massachusetts 
Vermont, New Hampshire, Rhode Island 
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, and 
Pennsylvania. Felix J. Cerrato, 31 Fed¬ 
eral Street, Greenfield, Mass., attorney 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 66592. By order entered 
February 4,1964, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Jericho Motor Ex¬ 
press, Inc., Cherry Hill, N.J., of Certifi¬ 
cate in No. MC 116118, issued Novem¬ 
ber 28. 1956, to Jerome J. Cohen, doing 
business as Jericho Motor Express. 
Cherry Hill. N.J., authorizing the trans¬ 
portation of: General commodities, ex¬ 
cluding household goods, commodities in 
bulk, and other specified commodities, 
between Philadelphia, Pa., on the one 
hand. and. on the other, points in At¬ 
lantic, Burlington, and Camden Coun¬ 
ties. N.J., as specified. George A. Olsen, 
69 Tonnelle Avenue, Jersey City. N.J , 
Practitioner for applicants. 

(seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 64-1332; Filed, Feb. 10. 1964 
8:49 a.m.] 


(No. 34373] 

ARKANSAS INTRASTATE FREIGHT 
RATES AND CHARGES 
Investigation 

At a session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Division 2, held at its office 
in Washington, D.C., on the 28th day of 
January A.D. 1964. 












Tuesday , February 11, 1964 

It appearing, that in Ex Parte No. 212. 
Increased Freight Rates, 1958, 302 I.C.C. 
665 and 304 I.C.C. 289, and Ex Parte 
No 223, Increased Freight Rates, 1960, 
311 I.C.C. 373, the Commission author¬ 
ized carriers subject to the Interstate 
Commerce Act parties thereto to make 
certain increases in their freight rates 
and charges for interstate application 
throughout the United States, and that 
increases under such authorizations 
have been made; 

It further appearing, that petitions 
dated December 13. 1963, and January 
16. 1964, have been filed on behalf of the 
St Louis Southwestern Railway Com¬ 
pany, The American Short Line Rail¬ 
road Association, and common carriers 
by railroad operating to, from, and be¬ 
tween points in the State of Arkansas, 
averring that the Arkansas Commerce 
Commission has refused to authorize or 
permit increases in rates and charges on 
commodities moving in intrastate com¬ 
merce corresponding to the increases 
authorized by the Commission in the 
proceedings listed above on interstate 
traffic as more fully described in said 
reports; 

It further appearing, that petitioners 
allege that the failure of the Arkansas 
Confmerce Commission to permit the in¬ 
creases in rates and charges on intra¬ 
state traffic, referred to in the preceding 
paragraph, causes and results in undue 
and unreasonable advantage, preference 
and prejudice as between persons and 
localities in intrastate commerce, on the 
one hand, and interstate commerce, on 
the other hand, and in undue, unreasona¬ 
ble and unjust discrimination against, 
and undue burden on, interstate and 
foreign commerce, in violation of section 
13 of the Interstate Commerce Act; 

And it further appearing, that there 
have been brought in issue by the said 
petitions rates and charges made or 
imposed by authority of the State of 
Arkansas: 

It is ordered, That in response to the 
said petitions, an investigation be. and 
it is hereby, instituted, and that a hear¬ 
ing be held therein for the purpose of 
receiving evidence from the respondents 
hereinafter designated and any other 
persons interested to determine whether 
the said rates and charges of the com¬ 
mon carriers by railroad, or any of them, 
operating in the State of Arkansas for 
the intrastate transportation of com¬ 
modities as described in the reports listed 
above, made or imposed by authority 
of the State of Arkansas, cause or will 
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cause, by reason of the failure of such 
rates and charges to include increases 
corresponding to those permitted by this 
Commission for interstate traffic in the 
proceedings listed above, any undue or 
unreasonable advantage, preference or 
prejudice, as between persons or locali¬ 
ties in intrastate commerce, on the one 
hand, and interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce. on the other hand, or any undue, 
unreasonable or unjust discrimination 
against, or undue burden on, interstate 
or foreign commerce; and to determine 
what rates and charges, if any, or what 
maximum, or minimum, or maximum 
and minimum, rates and charges shall 
be prescribed to remove the unlawful 
advantage, preference, prejudice, dis¬ 
crimination. or undue burden, if any, 
that may be found to exist; 

It is further ordered, That all common 
carriers by railroad operating within the 
State of Arkansas, subject to the juris¬ 
diction of this Commission, be, and they 
are hereby, made respondents to this pro¬ 
ceeding; that a copy of this order be 
served upon each of the said respondents, 
and that the State of Arkansas be noti¬ 
fied of the proceeding by sending copies 
of this order and of said petitions by 
certified mail to the Governor of the said 
State and to the Arkansas Commerce 
Commission at Little Rock, Arkansas; 

It is further ordered. That notice of 
this proceeding be given to the public 
by depositing a copy of this order in the 
office of the Secretary of the Commission 
at Washington, D.C., and by filing a copy 
with the Director, Office of the Federal 
Register, Washington, D.C.; 

And it is further ordered, That this 
proceeding be assigned for hearing at 
such time and place as the Commission 
may hereafter designate. 

By the Commission, Division 2. 

f seal 1 Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary . 

(PR. Doc. 64-1330; Piled. Feb. 10, 1964; 

8:48 a.m.J 


(No. 343541 

GENERAL MOTOR LINES, INC. 

Iron and Steel Articles From Wilming¬ 
ton, N.C., to Points in North Caro¬ 
lina; Investigation Regarding Rates 

At a Session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Division 2, held at 
its office In Washington, D.C., on the 
30th day of January A.D. 1964. 


Upon consideration of a petition and 
supplement thereto filed November 4. 
1963. of General Motor Lines. Inc., re¬ 
questing the institution of an investi¬ 
gation by the Commission into rates ap¬ 
plicable on certain truckload movements 
from Wilmington. N.C., to points in North 
Carolina, and the petition of the North 
Carolina Utilities Commission, filed No¬ 
vember 4, 1963, for leave to intervene 
in support thereof, and 

It appearing, that the petitioner, a 
common carrier by motor vehicle, may 
have been, and may be. transporting 
shipments of various commodities in 
interstate and foreign commerce between 
Wilmington and other points in North 
Carolina, for which it has been, and is. 
charging and collecting compensation 
different from the rates and charges 
specified therefor in effective tariffs on 
file with this Commission, in violation of 
section 217(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act; 

It is ordered, That, under the author¬ 
ity of section 204(c) of said Act, an in¬ 
vestigation be, and it is hereby, insti¬ 
tuted into and concerning the practices 
in connection with the involved move¬ 
ments, with a view to determining the 
lawfulness thereof, and to issuing such 
orders and taking such other and fur¬ 
ther action as the facts and circum¬ 
stances may appear to warrant; 

It is further ordered, That the peti¬ 
tioning carrier. General Motor Lines. 
Inc., be, and it Is hereby, made a re¬ 
spondent to this proceeding, that the 
North Carolina Utilities Commission, be. 
and it is hereby, granted leave to appear 
as an intervenor; that a copy of this 
order be served upon said respondent 
and intervenor, and that notice of this 
proceeding be given to the public by 
posting a copy of this order in the office 
of the Secretary of this Commission and 
by filing a copy with the Director, Office 
of Federal Register; 

It is further ordered. That the Bureau 
of Inquiry and Compliance of this Com¬ 
mission be. and It Is hereby, authorized 
and directed to participate in this pro¬ 
ceeding; 

And it is further ordered, That this 
proceeding be assigned for oral hearing 
at Wilmington, N.C., at a time and place 
to be hereafter fixed. 

By the Commission, Division 2. 

I seal! Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc. 64-1331; Piled. Feb. 10. 1964; 

8:48 a.m.| 
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